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demanded that it should at least go to an 
j ial committee. 
ipa WRIGHT, RIVES, CALHOUN, and 
BU AN, advocated its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, on the ground that it 
involved questions of high import in regard to our 
foreign relations. ; 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky urged that it should 
take that course which, if possible, should obtain 
the unanimous approbation of the Senate; union of 
action being more important than any particular 

of action. 

Mr. WILLIAMS said that he would gladly 
yield to the wishes expressed by Senators, and 
withdraw his proposition to refer ths bill toaselect 
committee, and thereby secure thal unanimity of 
action upon this important subject which Senators 
regard. as exceedingly desirable, but seeing the fate 
that awaits the bill, if referred .o the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, he could not comply with those 
wishes without disregarding the instructions of his 
State, under which he was acing. Whatever 
might be the decision of the Senate upon the ques- 
tion of reference, he should be disposed tu acqui- 
esce in it; and he fclt confident that Maine would 
see in the discussions that had been had upon the 
question of her boundary, a disposition in the 
Senate of the United States to understand the 
merits of her claims, and a patiivtic and resolute 
determination to maintain them and the integrity 
of the State to their full extent. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Fo- 
reign Relations. 7 

The Senate adjourned, after an Executive session. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVS, 
Trurspay,June 21, 1838. 

Mr. HOFFMAN asked to be excused from 
serving on the select committee appointed on the 
memorial ef Mr. Blair. Mr. H. stated, as areason 
for the request he made, that he was now a mem- 
ber of the Committee un Foreign Affairs, and if the 
question now under consideration on the report of 
that committee should prevail, the reading, con- 
sidering, and digesting of so many memoriais, re- 
monsirances, resolutions, and other papers on the 
subject of the annexation of Texas, would consume 
a great deal of their time for the balance of the ses- 
sion. Moreover, there was much other business 
before that committee, in which his constituents 
were deeply interested, and for these reasons, there- 
tore, he prayed the House to excuse him, which 
was agreed to, and the vacancy directed to be filled 


up. 

Pr. HAMER asked a similar favor of the 
House, not on the ground of having much press of 
business upon his hands, but because he expected 
to be absent before the end of thesession. Mr. H. 
was uently excused, and the vacancy order- 
ed to be filled by the Cuair. 

Mr. PAYNTER, on leave, presented a petition 
from Philadelphia, as was understood, in favor of 
the Sub-Treasury bill, aud the proceedings of a 
public meeting against it, which were referred to 
the same Committee of the Whole having charge 
of that bill, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YORKE, also, on leave, presented a pe- 


tition. 
TEXAS. 

_Mr. ADAMS resumed his remarks in opposi- 
tion to the report of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs on the annexation of Texas, and in support of 
the motion to recommit it with certain instructions 
as heretofore printed. Mr. A. again gave way, 
without concluding to the orders of the day. 

The amendment of the Senate (being merely a 
verbal om) to the bill relating to the Orphan’s 
Court of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, 


as, en motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, concur- 
red in. 





INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 
The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on the state-of the Union, Mr. CONNOR 
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in the chair, on the above bill, the pending ques- 
tion being on striking out the enacting clause. 

Mr. PRENTISS of Mississippi, who was enti- 
tled to the fluor, gave way to 

Mr. DUNCAN, who, by leave, laid on the table 
the following amendment, which he gave netice he 
should move to that of Mr. Tuompson, heretofore 
printed : 

Provided, That in no event shall any bank be se- 
lected as a depository of the public money, or the 
notes of any bank be received in payment of the 
public dues, in which bank any member of Con- 
gress is a stockholder, or of which any such mem- 
ber is an Officer, director, agent, or attorney, at the 
tume of the passage of this act, or at any time 
when solicitatiuns of banks as depositories are to 
be made, or the notes of banks tendered in pay- 
ment of the public dues; and if, aiter any bank 
has been selected as a depository, or the notes of 
any bank have been received in payment of the 
public dues, any member of the present Congress, 
orany men.ber of Congress for the time being, 
shali become a stockholder in, or an officer, direc 
lor, agell, or attorney, of such bank, it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury forth- 
with to discontinue such bank as such depository, 
and to discuntinoe the receipt of the notes of suca 
bank in payment of the public dues. 

Mr. PRENTISS then resumed the course of his 
remarks in opposition to the bill, and, without con- 
cluding, continued ull the House, at two o’clock, 
took the usual recess. 





EveninG Session. 

At the usual hour the Huuse met, and went 

again into Committee for the consideration of the 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

Mr. PRENIISS resumed, and continued to ad- 
diess the committee, till near six o’clock, when he 
concluded. 

Mr. RHETT then took the floor, and moved that 
the committee rise, but consented to withdraw the 
morion, if Mr. HUNTER, who rose at the same 
time, was prepared, and desued to go on at that 
time. 

The motion to rise, being called for, was put; 
and being taken by tellers, they reported ayes 67, 
noes 66. ‘The Crarr voted in the negative; so the 
motion to rise was lost. 

Mr. HUNTER then proceeded for some time to 
address the committee in favor of the bill; when he 
gave way to 

Mr. HOPKINS, who moved thai the committee 
rise, which motion prevailed. 

On motion of Mr. DUNCAN, the amendment, 
proposed by him, to be offered when it should be 
in order, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHEPLER presented a memorial, which 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion, 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuoerspay, June 21, 1838. 

The journal of the Senate having been read, 

Mr. LUMPKIN rose trom his seat and said : 

Mr. President, I have, through a long course of 
public life, generally borne in silence the many 
gross misrepresentations which have been levelled 
against my character through the medium of news- 
papers. Ihave relied upon my conduct as suffi- 
cient to put down false imputation and slander. 
But a case has now arisen which, to my mind, de- 
mands my notice. 

From the time I took my seat in the Senate up 
to the present morning, nothing which I have said 
in debate here has been correctly reported in the 
columns of the National Intelligencer, except when 
corrected by myself. I have not only on several 
occasions been represented to speak nonsense which 
I never utlered, but more than once what I did say 
has been so perverted, as directly to reverse my real 
opinions. But having no personal unkind feelings 
to either editors or reporters of that paper, and 
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knowing of bocause of unkind feelings trom them to 
me, 1 have passed over these errors in a spirit of 
forbearance, and without public complaint. I 
have, however, read in the Intelligencer of this 
morning, what purports to be a report of the dis- 
cussion which took place in the Senate, on the 7th 
iastant, on the bill making appropriations for the 
suppression of Indian hostiities; and so far as my 
name is connected with the report, manifest in- 
justice has been done me. I am not only present- 
ed in a manner to place me out ef my true position, 


| on that occasion, but lam represented as having 


contradicted my:elf in the presence of this Senate, 
by alternately admitting, and denying, that the pro- 
positions of the Secretary of War, were intended 
to allow the Indians two years longer time to re- 
main in the States. This is wholly false. 1 con- 
tended throughout the who.e discu>sion, that the 
objectof the Government in trying to conciliate 
Ross, was not to delay, but rather to hasten the 
removal of the Indians in peace, and that the only 
lume asked from the States was that which might 
be required by humanity, and a due regard to the 
reasonable comiort of the Indians. 

Moreover, the debate, as reported in the Intelli- 
gencer, seems to place me in the light of having 
unkindly attacked the Governor of Georgia, and 


ot having provoked a reply from the Senator fiom 
South Carvlina, (Mr. Preston.} Now | appeal to 
the Senate, and to you, Mr. President, to say 


whether the whole of my remarks were not in the 
nature of a reply to the Senator from South Curo- 
lina, as heretofore reporied under my own cotrec- 
tion. And to this Senate I appeal for the accuracy 
of the report, as corrected by myself. My remarks 
consist chiefly of a statement of facts, no one of 
which, as sanctioned by me, has or can be contro- 
verted. 

I should not have said a word on the occasion 
referred to, but for the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina, which I considered as having an 
unjusutiable bearing on the Administration as 
well as myself. 

My object was, in the discussion referred to, to 
place all the important facts before the Senate and 
the country—withont any design whatever to act 
unkindly to any one whatever. And 1 now in my 
place, defy any human being whatever, to contro- 
vert successfully the truth of any fact stated in my 
remarks on the subject, as reported under my own 
correction. I will not quietly suffer myself on this 
subject, to be borne down by newspaper impuia- 
tions and insinuations, founded in falsehood, and 
a spirit of misrepresentation. If Ihave erred in 
this whole matter, (which I deny,) I ask for direct 
and tangible charges. I am ready to meet all such 
charges. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the proceedings and re- 
solutions of a meeting of Democratic citizens of 
the city and county of Philadelphia, on the subject 
of the Independent Treasury vill pending before 
Congress, the nomination of David R. Porter for 
the office of Governor, and the interference of Go- 
vernment office holders in primary assemblies of 
the people: ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN ppresented four memorials 
from citizens of Philadelphia county and city, in 
favor of the passage of the Independent Treasury 
bill, and against the incorporation of a National 
Bank: laid on the table. 

Mr. WALL presented the peti'ion of Marshal 
A. Mathias, praying to be indemnified for the loss 
of a schooner, wrecked while engaged in transport- 
ing provisions for the United States: referred to the 
Committee en Pensions. 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of certain 
citizens of Ohio, asking for the establishment of a 
post route: refersed to the Committee on Post Offi- 
ces and Post Roads. y 

Mr. M. also presented documents, relating to the 
claim of Catharine White, which were referred to 

e Committee on Pensions. 

oo KING presented the petition of W. W. 
Fry, praying to be allowed to import two iton 
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sieambvoats free of duty: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. TALLMADGE submitted the following, 
and asked for its consideration at that time: 

Resolved, That the use of the Senate Chamber, 
between the hours of 9 and 1] o'clock, a. m. on 
Friday next, be allowed to Doctor Sherwood and 
Doctor Dwight, for the purposes of explaining and 
demonstrating the discovery which the former con- 
ceives he has made of the laws which regulate the 
variation of the magnetic needle, and of the means 
of thence deducing at any time, by a simple and 
infallible process, the latitude and longitude of any 
point on the globe. 

Mr. NORVELL rose to inquire whether the 
Hall had ever been opened for such purposes be- 
fore? If it had not been, he was opposed to open- 
ing it on the present occasion. 

Mr. TALLMADGE did not anticipate any ob- 
jection, particularly as the hours were such as 
not to interfere with their duties. The machine 
was a most extraordinary one, and if it turned out 
(o be what it was represented, would prove a great 
acquisition to the cause of science. 

Mr. KING saw no necessity for granting the 
Hiall; if it were intended for the Senate only, it 
might not make much odds; but if it were to be 
publis, it might lead to the derangement of the pa- 
pers and documents with which the desks at present 
abounded. That the machine was a very extraor- 
dinary one, he was willing to admit; still he 
thought that the granting of the Hall would be of 
no advantage to the inventors or the public, while 
it would lead to the misplacing of papers, &c. 

Mr. SEVIER said he objected to it. If the Hall 
were once opened, they would be continually pes- 
tered by applications for abolition lectures, and 
other things of that kind. Me was for keeping the 
Hall for what it was originally designed. 

Mr. NILES, presented resolutions of the General 


Assembly of the State of Connecticut, requesting | 
their Senators to procure the passage of a law to | 
indemnify the citizens of the United States for loss- | 


es sustained by them from the French, prior to 
1800: laid on the table. 

Also, a preamble and resolutions relating to the 
right of petition, and requesting their representa- 
lives to use their best endeavors to have the resolu- 
tions of the House rescinded relative to petitions 
on the subject of domestic slavery: laid on the table. 

Also, to use their best endeavors to procure an 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
so that the nominating, appointing, or removing 
any officers of the United States, except naval and 
military officers, ambassadors, public ministers, 
and consuls, shall not appertain to the office of 
President of the United States, but be vested and 
exercised in some other manner: ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Also, declaring it to be the will of the said State 
that their Senators and representatives vote against 
the Independent Treasury bill, now pending before 
Congress, and instructing them to vote accordingly: 
ordered that they lie on the table. 

Mr. NILES offered a resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Connecticut, instructing 
the Senators and Representatives of that State in 
Congress, that it was the will of the Legislature 
of the State, that they vote against the Sub-Trea- 
sury bill. 

Mr. Nives remarked, that from the impor- 
tance of the measure to which this resolution 
referred, as well as from the peculiar cha- 
racter of the resolution itself, he considered it a 
duty to detain the Senate with some observations, 
in explanatioa of the coarse he felt bound to pur- 
sue, and the considerations which had influenced 
his determination. It was well known that the bill 
referred to, was now under consideration in the 
other branch of Congress, or the bill reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the House; 
and should that bill receive the favorable action of 
that branch of Congress, it would of course come 
here for the action of the Senate. And from the 
known sentiments of this body on the question, it 
was apparent that the fate of the bill would depend 
on his vote, and that of his colleague. In this view 
of the subject, the resolution he had to submit to 


ype Senate had thrown upon him and his colleague 
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a heavy responsibility. Of the magnitude of this 
responsibility, he believed they were fully sensible. 
Deeply impressed with it, he and his colleague had 
consulted together, and calmly and deliberately re- 
flected on the course which they ought to pursue 
under the circumstances in which they found them- 
selves placed. 

The measure in question had agitated the pub- 
lie mind for more than a year; it was almost uni- 
versally regarded as one of vital importance to the 
currency and business of the country, as well in 
its bearing on the financial interests of the Govern- 
ment. Its fate might depend on his vote, and that 
of his colleague; the country therefore, as well as 
their State, may hve a deep interest in the vote 
they may give; their immediate constituents had 
no more interest in this measure than the country 
at large,and the vote he and his colleague might 
give was of equal importance to the whole coun- 
try asto them. It was this consideration, which 
induced him to trouble the Senate with the matter. 
Under other cireumstances, the resolution he had 
to present would have raised a question between 
himself and his colleague, and their constituents 
only. As it is, the country, as well as the State he 
had the honor to represent, have a direct and im- 
portant interest in the vote he might feel it a duty 
to give. 

His own opinion, ant that of his colleague, were 
well known on this subject; if at liberty to act ac- 
cording to their own judgments, it was apparent 
what that action would be. Ought this act of the 
Legislature of the State to’ overrule and control 
their action? ‘Fhis was the question upon which he 
and his colleague had reflected seriously and 
anxiously, and with a deep sense of the responsi- 
bility of their situation. The result of these reflec- 
tions, and the reasons and considerations on which 
those results rested, he proposed to submit to the 
Senate and the country. If there is any principle 
of acknowledged authority by which his vote ought 
to be controlled, then the country, as well as his 
State, is entitled to the benefits to such princip!e, 
which, under the circumstances of the case, would 


Senate. If there isno such principle, then the 
county, as well as his constituents, were entitled 
to his vote, to b&given according to his own judg- 
ment. Or, if there be any such principle, yet if 
the resolution he had to present does not come fairly 
and fully within the principle, then his constitu- 
ents and the country had a right to his vote, accord- 
ing to his own best judgment. 

‘The resolution he presented was of an unusual 
character, and not only raised the general question 
of the authority and binding force of the doctrine 
of legislative instruction, but other questions grow- 
ing oyt of the peculiar character of the resolutien, 
and the circumstances uader which it was adopted. 
Its phraseology was unusyal, he believed unprece- 
dented; and, he was sorry to have occasion to add, 
bore on its face evidence of studied and intentional 
ambiguity. It is neither a request, nor an instruc- 
tion, in the common language, but an instruction 
of what is the will of the Legislature. But, on the 
passage of the resolution, an amendment was offered 
expressly asserting the right of instruction, which 
was voted down by the same majority that voted 
for the resolution. It is a resolution coming from 
a Legislature which expressly ‘denied all right 
and authority to pass it; which, in the very act 
of its passage,disavows the principle by which alone 
it could possess any authority, or binding force. 

Sir, (said Mr. N.) to permit such a proceediag 
as this to control his vote would be to suffer him- 
self to become an instrument to destroy the prin- 
ciple of instruction itself. It would be to givea 
sanction to a gross perversion and palpable abuse 
of a popular doctrine, which, when properly under- 
stood, and fairly and honestly applied, he sincerely 
respected. The Legislature deny the right of in- 
struction, and then pass a resolution eonched in 
such equivocal terms, that whether they regarded 
it as instructing us or not, it is evident they in- 
tended, or at least supposed, we might so regard 
it. He had witnessed such a proceeding with pain 
and regret, and would not speak of it in the lan- 
guage it deserved. It was, in his judgment, un- 
worthy of an enlightened and imtelligent Legis- 


defeat the bill referred to, should it come before the . 




















lature, and inconsistent with that frankness and 
fairness which ought to characterize every act of 
legislation. 

To present a more full and complete view of 
his sentiments and those of his colleague, he should 
be obliged to trouble the Senate with reading a 
response to the resolution, addressed by himself and 
his colleague to the majority of the Legislature. 
He was aware that from its length it would be 
tedious to the Senate, yet the responsibility which 
the resolution had thrown upon him and his col- 
league, and their desire to place themselves right 
before their constituents and the country, or at 
least fully to explain the considerations which 
would influence their action, he must offer as an 
apology. The letter would form a part of his 
speech; and as his friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] often tells us that he will speak from a 
book, he (Mr. N.) would speak from the paper he 
held in his hand. Mr. N. then read the following 
paper, making some explanations and remarks as 
he preceeded : 

WasnincTon, June, 1838, 
To the majority of the General Assembly of Connecti- 
cut, who voted for a resolution to instruct the Sena- 
tors and Representatives of the State in Congress 

that it was their will that they should vote against a 

bill commonly cal'ed the Sub-Treasury bill. 

GenTLEMEN: We have each of us received from 
his Excellency the Governor, a certified copy of 
the resolution above referred to; the extraordinary 
character of which, and the condition in which it 
has placed us, as the representatives of the State 
in that branch of Congress to which the principle 
of instruction is supposed to be more appropriately 
applicable, have, in our judgment, readered it 
necessary for us to explain to you and to the peo- 
ple of the State our views on this subject, and the 
considerations which will influence our action un- 
der the circumstances in which we find ourselves 


placed by the aforesaid act of the General As- 
sembly. 


The resolution is in the following werds: 

“Whereas, a bill called the Sub-Treasury, or Independent 
Treasury bill, is now pending betore Congress, and whereas 
said bili, in the opinion of this Assembly, is in its character and 
tendency contrary to the spirit of our free institutions, danger- 
ous to our liberties, and destructive of our dearest interests; 
and will, if passed into a law, still further derange the currency, 
prostrate business, spread ruin and desolation through all 
classes of society, and change the present distress into a settled 
an:l deep-rooted despair: 

“And whereas, if said bill becomes a law, it will provide 
one currency for office holders and an inferior one for the peo- 
ple: therefo:e, 

“Resolved, That it is the will of this General Assembly that 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress vote against said 
bill, or any other containing similar provisions, and use all 
legal and proper means to prevent the passage thereof; and that 
they be, and they hereby are, so instructed.” 

This resolution is couched in unasual and awk- 
ward terms; the reason of which we might have 
been unable to discover, was it not for the history 
of the proceeding. 

We find the following report of the proceedings 
on this resolution in the House ef Representatives: 

“Mr. CLEAVELAND moved to take up the resolution partly 
instructing, and partly not instructing, our Senators and 
members of Congress in relation to the Sub-Treasury bil). lt 
was taken up, and Mr. C. moved to amend the resolution s0 as 
to read: ‘Resolced, That inasmuch as this Assembly recog: 
nises the rightof instruction;’ when Mr. Ty Ler rose in an in- 
stant, and said he was opposcd to the amendment, and that the 
resolution, as Beene by the committee, recognised no such 
right; neither di the House intend to recegnise the odious doc- 
trine of the right of instruction. Mr. CLEAVELAND said he 
little thought the proposition would set the gentleman into such 
a feverish excitement. He was in hopes the gentleman woul 
have been easy one moment, for him to explain his object in 
offering the amendment. Why, the gentleman says the resolu- 
tion does not recognise the right of instruction—the odious 
rizht, as he calls it. He was obliged to the gentleman for 
his eagacity in making the discovery. He announced it with 
an air of great self-importance, as though no one else knew 
its meaning. What does the gentleman think I offered the 
amendment for? He said he knew very well that the resolu- 
tion recognised no such right, and that was the reason which 
induced him to offer the amendment. He said he only wished 
to know what the House intended by the passage of the reso- 
lution, an! if they decided it was not to instruct, he should be 
satisfied. He concluded by calling for the yeas and nays, 
which was lost. Mr. McCurpy then moved to lay the amenc- 
ment on the table. The Cate decided that the motion was 
out of order, and stated that the gentleman unquestionably had 
the right of the decision of the House on the amendment. Mr. 
Cariix then moved to amend the amendment, which the 
Cuan decided out of order, Question on the amendment of 
Mr. CLeave.anp lost, by a party vote: resolution then passed 
by 151 to 32.” 


It thus appears that the amendment offered to 
the resolution was violently opposed by some of 
you, and was negatived by nearly the same meti- 
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bers who subsequently voted for the passage of 
the resolution. This amendment asserted the right 
of the Legislature to instruct: the Senators of the 
State in Congress, and the existence of the nght on 
the part of the Legislature is claimed to carry 
with it the consequent obligation, on the part of the 
Senators, tocbey. By voting down this amend- 
ment, you expressly deny the right of the Lezisla- 
ture to instruct; and, after recording this denial on 
your journal, you immediately proceed to exercise 
the very power which you had expressly declared 
that you did not possess. It would seem, there- 
fore, that the unusual language of the resolution 
was to be accounted for from-the embarrassment of 
your situation, being about to do an act which you 
had expressly declared you had not the right to do. 

There are two forms of resoluttons of this kind; 
one simply requesting the Senators to support and 
vote for a particular measure; or to oppose and 
vote against a particular measure; the other, in 
express terms, to instruct them to do the same 
thing. This is not a mere difference in form or 
language, but a difference in substance; as a par- 
liamentary meaning and import have become at- 
tached to the word “instruct,” when used in reso- 
lutions of this kind. It would be wanting in re- 
spect for your intelligence to suppose that you were 
ignorant of this distinction. | Moreover, we have 
received copies of three other resolutions, passed 
by the same Legislature, all of which are in the 
common form of a simple request; one is in these 
words: 

“Resolved, That the members of the Senate of the United 
States, and the Representatives in Congress from this State, be 
requested to use their influence to procure the passage ofa law 
to indemnify the citizens of the United States for losses sustain- 
el by them from the French prior to September 30, 1800.” 

It is evident, therefore, that you were well ac- 

quainted with the forms usually employed in such 
proceedings, and understood well the substantial 
difference between a resolution of instruction and 
one of mere request. Why, then, we must be per- 
mitted to ask, was this resolution drawn up in 
such unusual phraseolgy?: Why were we told “that 
it was the will of the General Assembly that our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress should 
vote against said bill?” Ifit was intended to in- 
struct us, Why was it not done in express terms 
and in the common form which practice has sanc- 
tioned? If nothing more was meant than to request 
us to vote against said bill, why did you not say so 
in express terms? Was languaze so unusual and 
equivocal made use of with the expectation that 
we might regard it as an express and positive in- 
struction, whilst you might puta different con- 
struction on the language, and avoid committing 
yourselves on the right of instruction? Was it your 
object to control our action by the application of 
a principle which you may have supposed we re- 
spected, but which you disavowed, and even regard- 
ed as an “odious doctrine?” We are unwilling to 
believe this, as it would be a course of finessing 
and quibbling wholly inconsistent with those un- 
disguised purposes, and that frank and honest 
course of proceeding, which should always charac- 
terize every act of legislation. Yet, with all possi- 
ble respect to the General Assembly, we feel con- 
Strained to say that the unusual and ambiguous 
phraseology of the resolution, and the circum- 
stances before referred to, attending its adoption, 
seem to authorize this opinion. 
_ Bat whatever may have been the motive which 
induced the peculiar phraseology of the resolution, 
the prompt rejection of the amendment, by the 
same members who passed the resolution, would 
seem to be conclusive evidence that you did not 
believe in the right of instruction. You have in the 
most explicit manner so declared. It then follows, 
as a necessary conclusion, either that you did not 
consider the resolution as an instruction, which 
was to be obligatory upon us, or that you have at- 
tempted to exercise a power, which you had ex- 
pressly declared, you did not possess. The respect 
which we feel for the majority of the General As- 
sembly, would induce us to adopt the former 
branch of the alternative, and consider that you 
intended the resolution as nothing more, than an 
expression of the opinion of the Legislature, which 
was not designed to be binding upon us. 

In this view of the subject our course is a plain 










one, as We are very ready to say, that this solemnly 
expressed opinion of the Assembly will receive from 
us all the consideration to which it is entitled; and 
in case we should be in any degree doubtful as to 
the course which the interests of the State and the 
Union required us to pursue, in regard to the mea- 
sure referred to, the opinion of the Legisiature would 
have a controlling influence on our judgments. Ant 
so far as the General Assembly has given any rea- 
sons for their will or opinion, they will also 
be duly weighed, and the opinion expressed 
will be either strengthened or weakened, ac- 
| cording as those reasons shall appear to be 
| well founded or not. More than this, we appre- 
| hend, the General Assembly will not expect, if their 
| object was what we have supposed it to be. 
But as it is possible that we may be mistaken in 
the view we have taken of the subject, and that 
you did intend the resolution as an instruction, 
binding on the Senators and Representatives, it be- 

comes necessary for us to go farther, in explaining 
the course we feel bound to pursue. If such was 
| the intention of the majority, it will then appear 
| that youhave attempted to control the action of 
the Senators and Representatives of the State, by 
the application to them, of a principle, the justice 
and propriety of which you disavow, and even 
hold to be odious. 

From your hostility to a particular measure, you 
have attempted to take away that freedom of action 
which you admit justly belongs to them; and to ac- 
complish this object. you have presumed to exer- 

cise a power which you admit you do not possess. 
You have even attempted to instruct and control 
the votes of the immediate representatives of the 
people; a power which is no where claimed as be- 
longing to the Legislature. It is surprising to us 
that you did not foresee the obvious objections to a 
proceeding so extraordinary. It is wonderful you 
did not perceive that the disclaimer of the right to 
instruct, on the part of the Assembly, took away 
all obligation on the part of the instructed to obey. 
The entire doctrine of instruction rests on the prin- 
ciple of the right of the Legislature, as the consti- 
tuent body, to control the action of the Senators of 
the State, as it agents or representatives. It is, so 
far as respects a particular measure, a withdrawal 
or reclamation of the trust delegated by the origi- 
nal appointment. ‘The Legislature takes back the 
trust info their own hands, and absolvts the fena- 
tors from all responsibility, and assumes the same 
themselves. As it assumes the duty of the Sena- 
tors, it necessarily assumes all the responsibility 
which pertained to that duty. 
pose here to examine the soundness of this doctrine, 
but only to explain what it is, and the principle on 
which it rests. The whole depends on the right of 
the Legislature to instruct, and if that is denied, the 
whole doctrine falls to the ground; and any attempt 
to exercise such a power, can be regarded in no 
other light than a usurpation, involving a flagrant 
violation of the rights of the Senators, and of the 
people of the State whose representatives they are. 
The injustice of attempting to exercise this power, 
when not founded on the acknowledged right of in- 
struction, will be more manifest by looking a little 
farther into the subject. The Legislature is not the 
constituent body of the Senators, but the whole 
people of the State. The right of instruction exists, 
if at all, not in the General Assembly, but in the 
people, and could be exercised by you for their 
benefit only. Where such right is generally recog- 
nised by the people, the representatives in the Le- 
gislature of a State are elected with a view to the 
exercise of such power, if, in their judgment, there 
shall be occasion for it, as well as to attend to the 
local interests of the State. But where the people 
do not generally acknowledge the existence of the 
right of instruction, the attempt of their representa- 
tives to exercise such power, is a palpable act of 
usurpation. In such a case, it is truly an “ odious 
doctrine.” 

Taking such to be the fact, what authority 
had you to attempt to assume eur duty and our 
votes, and to dispose of them according to your 
judgment or caprice? If your constituents deny 
the principle of instruction, they can have confer- 
red upon you no such power: they cannot be sup- 
posed to have conferred on their representatives 
powers which they do not claim to possess them- 
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selves. They do not admit your right to interpose 
between us and our duty; and we cannot, therefore, 
absolve ourselves from our responsibilities to them, 
on the ground that you, in violation of their rights, 
as well as ours, have instructed us how to act. 
‘They hold us directly responsible to them; and 
there is no way that we can avoid that responsibi- 
lity, as long as they deny your right to interfere. 

Is it then true, that your constituents do deny the 
right of instruction? Of this we think there is no 
doubt. Your own prompt disavowal of it must 
be regarded as nearly conclusive on this point; and 
especially as you did this at a time when it would 
have been very convenient, for the purpose you 
had in view, to have admitted the principle. But 
‘nis you dared notdo. We are not disposed to 
charge you with having, in this decision, disre- 
zarded the known will of your constituents; but 
must believe that it was a knowledge of their sen- 
timents which constrained you to vote as you did 
on the amendment before referred to. 

But we have other evidence of the sentiments 
of your constituents, whose opinions on this sub- 
ject have been long known. In 1835, when the 
majority of the General Assembly were elected by 
that pertion of the citizens of the State who, in 
the arrangement of political parties, constitute the 
Democracy, a resolution was passed imstracting 
the then Senators in Congress to vote (6 expunge 
from the journal of the Senate of the United States 
a certain resolation condemnatory of the late Presi- 
dent of the United States. This resolution was in 
the following words: 

“Therefore be it resolved by the Senate and House of Re. 


presentatives in General Assembly convened, That the de- 
nators in Congress from this State be inatructed, and they are 
hereby instructed, to vote in favor of rescinding and expung 


ing from the records of the Senate the said recited resolution 
In the preamble to this resolution are the follow- 
ing words: 

“And whereas, it isnot only the right, but the duty, of the 
immediate representatives of the people, when the sentiments 
of their constituents are known in relation to any subject af 
fecting their rights and liberties, to instruct the Senators of the 
State In Congress to conform thereto, so that they may truly 
and faithfuliy represent the people of this State.”’ 


This resolution of 1835 not only contains an in- 
struction, in direst and positive terms, but also an 
assertion of the right of instruction on the part of 
the Legislature, and derives this right from the 
known sentiments of their constituents. It may 
also be stated here, that pending the election that 
year, the question of the right and propriety of in- 
structing the Senators of the State to vote to ex- 
punge the resolution of the Senate of the United 
States referred to, was much discussed, was acted 
upon in primary meetings of the people, and 
formed an important consideration on which the 
election turned. 

If in any case, therefore, ins.ructions would be 
held obligatory on Senators, this was such a case 
But netwithstanding all this, one of the instructed 
Senators—the Hon. Gideon Tomlinson—opposed 
the expunging of the aforesaid resolution of the Se- 
nate of the United States, in violation of such in- 
structions from the Legislature; and soon after he 
was nominated by the same political party to whom 
you owe your election, as their candidate for Gu- 
vernor, and received the votes of that party at the 
election which took place in April, 1836. The 
General Assembly, in 1836, also passed a resolu- 
tion instructing its Senators to vote to recognise the 
independence of Texas; and in the session of 1837, 
the said Tomlinson voted in disregard of his in- 
structions, and soon after was neminated by the 
same political party for Congress, and received 
their votes in his district. 

In these instances, a violation or disregard of in- 
structions appears to have been considered by the 
political party who constitute your constituents, as 
a recommendation to favor and confidence rather 
than a political offence. We might refer to nu- 
merous other evidences of the fact that your con- 
stituents totally deny the right of instruction, and 
disclaim it as a false and dangerous doctrine. 

Fiom these examples, therefore, we have every 
reason to believe that we should best conform to 
the opinions and wishes of your constituents, now 
a majority in the State, by voting direetly contrary 
to your instructions, which they, it is reasonable to 
suppose, must regard as an unauthorized proceed. 
ing, and a violation of their rights. 
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If, therefore, we were to regard the aforesaid re- 
solation as designed by you to insti ust us, and .con- 
trol our votes, we could nol, consistently with what 
we believe to be due to the known principles of the 
majority 1p the State, consider ourselves bound by 
il; because we must regard it as an unauthorized 
act on your part, and a violation of the rights of 
your constituents, who hold us as responsible to 
them, and not to you, who do not admit thet we 
can avoid the ,esponsibility which belongs to our 
stations by any act of yours. 

We have endeavored to show what are the opi- 
nions of your constituents in respect to the doctrine 
of instruction; but we are at a loss to discover what 
your principles are on that subject. You have voted 
down a proposition which asserted the right of in- 
struction, and have nevertheless passed a resolu- 
tion which purports to instract us. The only in- 
lerpretatiion we can put on conduct so inconsistent 
and extraordinary is, that you regard the doctrine 
of instruction as unscund in principle, and yet are 
willing to use 1t against Senators who may be poli- 
tically opposed to you, either to controj their ac- 
tion, whieh vou admit you have no right to do, or 
to foree them to resign. Such a proceeding, so in- 
consistent with the character of an honorable and 
eslightened Leyvislature, we have witnessed with 
the deepest reeret, as we cannot but regard it as 
derogatory to the character of the State, which must 
suffer whefi its legislative councils so far forget 
whatis due to their high functions as to practise 
the most paltry artifice and trickery to effect selfish 
party parposes. If you deny the principle of in- 
straction, you are precluded from passing any valid 
instructing resolution; and any atempt to do it can 
have no binding foree, as the obligation to obey 
rests entirely on the right to instract. 

With these views of the subject, we would re- 
spectfully inform you that we cannot consider the 
aforesaid resolution as having any binding force 
as a instruction, intended to control our action, 
even ii such was the fair import of the language, as 
you disclaim the right to instract. 

The only light, therefore, in which we can re- 
gard the resolution, is as an expressien of the will 
or opinion of the Legislature. In this view of it, 
the respect to which it is entitled depends, in part, 
upon the reasons which appear to have influenced 
the action of the General Assembly; and ail we 
know on this point is contained in the preamble 
to the resolution. We presume that the act re- 
ferred to as the Sub-Treasury or Independent 
‘Treasury bill, is the bill which passed the Senate, 
entitled “‘An act to impose additional dutics on 
certain publie officers,” &c. From the terms, how- 
ever, in which you speak of this bill, we should be 
almost led to believe that you could not be ac- 
quainted with its provisions, and that you must 
have formed your opinions concerning it from the 
polluted sources of the Bank presses of the couniry. 
if the provisions of the bill had been examined, 
we are persuaded that neither prejadice or perver- 
sity of judgment, however great, could have led 
the General Assembly to express the opinion that 
this act “fis, in its character and tendency, contrary 
to the spirit of our free institutions, dangerous to 
our liberties, and destructive to our dearest inte- 
rests.” You do not inform us what provision or 
what principle there is in the act which is pregnant 
with such dreadful consequences. We are left 
entirely in the dark on this sutject. If yon had 
only pointed out what there is in the act fraught 
with such consequences, it would have afforded us 
great relief, as we should have been as ready to 
oppose and to denounce it as were the majority of 
the General Assembly. 

The principle of the act is, that it is the right and 
the duty of the Government to manage its own 
revenues, ‘through the agency of its own officers. 
This ié the principle of the bill; all the rest is mat- 
ter of detail. Do you mean to assert that this 
principle is, “in its character and tendency; con- 
wary to the spirit of our free institutions and dan- 
gerous to our liberties?” Do you believe that the 
liberties of the country would be endangered by 
entrusting the revenues of the people to the swofn 
officers of the Government, subjected to the strict- 
est accountability? What would you have the 
Government do? If it cannot trust its own officers, 
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pray whom can it-trust?—Can_it confide with more 
safety in the officers of moneyed corporations? Is 
there no danger to liberiy from a partnership be- 
tween the Government and the banking institutions 
of the country, whether State or Nationai? 

We are equally at loss to perceive what there is 
in this bill which should. have led the General As- 
sembly to believe that, should it become a law, “it 
w6uld still further derange the currency, prostrate 
business, spread ruin and desolation through all 
clases of society, and change the present distress 
into a settled and deep-rooted despair.” This is 
traly a most gloomy and horrid picture of distress, 
and we can hardly imagine how the General As- 
sembly, penetrated with such fearful apprehensions, 
could have adjourned without having adopted some 
measures to have averted from the people of the 
State a threatened calamity, which could only be 
equalled by the “pestilence which walketh in dark- 
ness, and wasteth at noonday.” Fortanately, these 
terrible ealamities exist no where, unless it be in the 
minds of the enemies of this measure; and whether 
they exist there or not—whether they are feigned, 
or the resulis of a diseased imagination—we leave 
for the world to decide, by contrasting the werds 
with the actions of all these prophets of wo. 

The bill bas not become a law; but its principles 
have been practically carriéd into operation in the 
management of the finances, for more than a year; 
and instead of the currency becoming “still further 
deranged,” ithas been gradually improving; and 
instead of ‘business being prostrated, and desola- 
lion and ruin spread through all classes of society,’ 
business has been steadily reviving, and is now 
nearly recovered from the severe revulsion occa- 
sioned by the explosion of the banks, and an un- 
precedented course of over-trading for the two pre- 
ceding years. Andasto the desolation ard ruin, 
we believe that they exist no where in our fair and 
prosperous land, exceptin the jeremiads of the 
panic orators. 

We are, therefore, happy to be able to inform 
you that these apprehended calamities to the peo- 
ple of the State and country are entire!y ground- 
less. 

Another reason assigned is, “that, if said bill 
should become a law, it will provide one currency 
for the office holders, and an, inferior one for the 
people.” This objection, we are persuaded, cannot 
have been derived from an examination of the bill, 
but has, probably, been received from the spec ches 
of the opponents of the measure in the Senate, 
where it has figured largely. ‘The objection would, 
undoubtedly, have great weight in it, was it true; 
but, unfortunately for those who use it, there is not 
one particle of trath in it. 

The bill, as it passed the Senate, provides no 
currency either for office holders or the people. It 
has nothing to do with the question of currency, 
even so far as respects the public revenues, as that 
depends oa existing laws. As the biil contains no 
provisions whatever, im relation to the currency, it 
is certainly a great mistake to say that “it provides 
one currency for the office holders, and an inferior 
one for the people.” 

And in respect to other laws, the Federal Govern 
ment provides but one currenc:, and that is go!d 
and silver, which is both for oilice holders and the 
people. The inferior currency to which we pre- 
sume you allude, we suppose must be the paper 
emissions of the banks, which we would beg leave 
to inform you are rot “provided” by the Federal 
Government, but by State legislation. Of this im- 
portant fact, we presume the majority of the Gene- 
ral Assembly were not ignorant; yet it would seem 
that it did not occur to them when urging the last 
objection to the measure under consideration. 

As the friends of a sound currency, and to a 
much greater extent than now exists of a metatiic 
currency, we are rejoiced to perceive that the 
General Assembly, are of the opinion, that bank 
paper is an “inferior currency” to gold and silver. 
This sound and highly important opinion, promises 
well for the interesis of the State, and we hope and 
trust that it will be carried out in its future legis- 
lation. 

With these views of the reasons assigiied by the 
Legislature, and with the strong convictions which 
we entertain of the necessity, justice, and im- 


portance of the measure in question, we must 
respectfully inform you, that should the bij! 
again come before the Senaic, we shail feet it our 
duty to give it our support, a'though we :eere: to 
differ on so important a measure with the General 
Assembly, and perhaps with the majority of our 
constituents. 

Here we might stop, having said all! that is ne- 
cessaly to explain our course, and the reasons fury 
it; butan apprehension that we may be charged 
with having studiousiy avoided an expression of 
our own opinions, regarding the doctrine of instruc. 
tion, induces us to go something farther, that the 
particular case seems to require. 

We dv not wish to disguise our opinions on this 
or any other subject, as our constituents have a 
right to know what they are. The doctrine of in- 
struction rests Onea popniar principle, and we are, 
aud ever have been, fully persuaded that the just 
and proper Administration of our Government, 
both State and Nationa}, consisted in giving a full 
development to, and jusily and fairly carrying out, 
all the popular principles in the system. Consider- 
ing the right of instruction as one of these prin- 
ciples, we respect it, and feel bound to carry itout to 
the u'most limit of the Constitution. Farther than 
this, we cannot go as long as the Constitntion re- 
mains as itis. If it is deemed necessarry to carry 
this, or any other popular principle farther, it must 
be done by changing the Constituuon. When 
the question arises in that form, there can be no 
embarrassment from existing institutions, and every 
one is left free to foliow out this or any other popu- 
lar principle, so far as, in his judgment, will best 
conduce to the safety, liberty, and happiness of the 
people—the just ends of all Government. We be- 
lieve in, and will sustain, the mght of instruction, 
so far as it is consisient with the Constitution, and 
no farther, as that is the supreme law of the land, 
which we have sworn to support. To violate it, by 
pushing to an extreme, a popular principle, is stil 
a violation; and although the end may be good, the 
means cannot be justified. 

As the principle of instruction is understood in 
some the States, it appears to be directly in con- 
flict with the spirit, if not the letter, of the Consti- 
tution; and io the extent that it is so, it appears 
to ns to be an unsound and even a dangerous 
doctrine. Jt is held that the right of the Legisla- 
ture to instruct carries with it the unqualified obii- 
gation on the part of the Senator to obey or resign. 
This is substantially to change the Constituion, 
and to alter the tenure of the office of Senator. 
Under the Constitution, a Senator holds his office 
for six years; and as it has prescribed no restric- 
tion, limitation, or qualification whatsoever, it 
becomes a constitational right, and equally a con- 
stitutional obligation, to exercise his own judg- 
ment on all questions that come before the Senate, 
and to act free from compulsion or coercion in any 
form. To hold, therefore, that the Legislature 
have a richt to absolutely control the vote ol a 
Senator, or force him to resign, is inconsistent 
with the Constitution; for if he obeys against his 
judgment, the vote he gives is not his own, ) ul 
that of the Legislature, which has no constitutional 
right to give a vote in the Senate, and is given by 
him by compulsion, in violation of that freedom 9: 
action which the Constitution guarantees, not only 
tohim, but to the whole body of his constituents, 
as well the minority as the majority. If he refuses 
to obey, and resigns his seat by compulsion, that Is, 
changing the tenure of his office, and insiead of a 
term of six years, he holds it during the pleasure 
of the Legislature, not to exceed six years, which 
is inconsistent with the Constitution. 

The object of this doctrine is to give greater 
effect to the popular and fundamental principle, 
that the representative possesses only delegated 
power, and is not to exercise it for himself, but tor 
his constituents. The object is good; but the 
principle of instruction, carried to the extent we 
have considered, is neither a jast nor an effectual 
means of attaining it. ‘To make that principle 
efficacious and uniform, it must be incorporated 
into the Constitution ; then it would be legally 
binding, and operate equally upen all. Now it 
can only operate upon the conscience of those who 
believe in the doctrine ; for those who do not admi 
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that the Legi-latare has any such right, feel bound, | 
both by conscience and their vath, to act according 

to their best judgment for the interest of their | 
State and country, and de not in conscience be- | 
lieve that the Legislature of the State can i..terpose | 
and take from them their responsibility to the | 
people, whom they regard as their real consti- | 

S. 

The object intended to be effected by the prin- 
ciple of instruction cannot, to apy considerable 
extent, be accomplished ; its efficacy must be limit- | 
et to those who recognise the doctrine, and to | 
such of that number as are honest enough to | 
conform to it in their own. practice. Many 
are strong believers in it, so far as regards its | 
app ication to others ; but, when applied to them- | 
selves, they find no difficulty in discovering some | 
subterfuge to avoid its force. As the consciences | 
cf men are very different, a principle which is | 
applicable only to the conscience must be a very | 
unsafe and variable rule of action. | 

Ought a body, whose deliberations are so impor- | 
tant as the Senate of the United States, to be liable | 
to be controlled in its action by a principle so un- | 
certain and unegual as this? | 

Let us suppose the country is divided into two | 
great political parties; one ot which holds this doc- | 
trine to the extent we have explained it, and the | 
other totally deny it. Ata particular time, the lat- | 
ter are a majority in the Senate, but a minority in 
the States. The Legislatures of some of the States, 
represented by Senators opposed to them, instract 
their Senators, who feel, in conscience, bound not to 
obey. In sucha siate of things, the patty which 
has become a minority, and as the case may be—a 
small minority in the States—still remains a ma- 
jority in the Senate, and can control the action of 
Congress. 

But suppose the party which recognises the prin- 
ciple of instruction are in a majority in the Senate, 
but, by some temporary change in public opinion, 
they fall into a minority in the States. Some of 
the States instruct their Senators, who feel bound 
to obey or resign; and in either case, the majority 
in the Senate is destroyed. It would, therefore, re- 
sult, that one party could not maintain a majority 
in the Senate unless they were a majority in 
the States; whilst the other party, less scrupu- | 
lous, or holding different principles, although a mi- | 
nority in the States, may still continue, for years, a 
majority in the Senate—the most important branch 
of the Government. 

This is not supposing an extreme case, but only 
what has, to some extent, already occurred, and its | 
injustice and inequality ailmust admit. It may be | 
said thata party which does not recognise the sound- 
ness of the principle, will never attempt to instruct 
Senators who may be opposed to them, and whom | 
they may suppose respect the principle. Consis- | 
teney might require this; but experiexce teaches us 
otherwise, and proves that it has been, and will be 
dene. The very case which has led to this com- 
munication, as you must be aware, is an instruc- 
tion from a Legislature, a large majority of whom 
disavow the might, as we have already shown. And 
in any State, where parties are nearly equa! in 
numbers, asis the case now in Connecticut, 1 iseasy 
to see, that by the observance of this principle by 
one, and the disregard and abuse of it by the other, 
the latter may seeure the representation in the Se- 
nate at alltimes. If they acquire the majority in |! 
the Legislature, when the Senators are against 

them, they have nothing to do but to instruct them | 
out, and fill their places with men of their own | 
principles; and if, ‘he very next year, they fall into | 
a minority in the Legislature, they will still retain 
their power in the Senate, as their Senators, if in- 
siructed, will neither obey or resign. It is contra- 
ry to their consciences to do either; but it is per- 
fectly consistent with the consciences of such a 
party toattempt to use against others a principle 
which they will not observe themselves, and which 
they declare io be odious. Can any doctrine be just 
which leads to such results?. Can any priociple be 
stad which is bable to be used by those who deny 
1S authority to overthrow the power o those who 
respect u? Whether the votes of a State in the Se- 
nale, on any important measure, are to be given 
according to the judgment of the Senators, or the | 
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will ot the Legislature, must always depend on the 
fact of the Legislaiure being in session, and h@¥* 
ing an opportunity to give instructions, crca™- 
stances altogether contingent and accidental. 
ebjection to this “ebey or resign” principle is, that 
it annihilates the rights of the minority in a State 
who are as much a part of the constituency as th® 
majority, and makes the Senators the mere agentS 
or instruments of a temporary majority in the Le- 


Whilst the doctrine of instruction is designed to 
give greater effect to the public will, its tendency, 
in practice, will commonly be to impair it, by tak- 
ing away the responsibility of the Senators. 
true American doctrine is, to impose upon legisla- 
tors, as upon all other functionaries, the necessary 
and proper limitations and restrictions on their 
power, by the constitutienal or organic law, and to 
subject them, within their prescribed sphere of ac- 
tion, to the highest degree of responsibility. This 
depends mainly on two principles: first, to secure 
publicity to their action, and thus subject them to 
the scrutiny and censorship of public opinion and 
the press; ani secondly, by a suitable limitation of 
the term of the office, so that the representative 
will at all times act under a consciousness that his 
trust is soon to return to the constituent body, who 
Will not be likely to restore it to a faithless repre- 
sen alive, who has once abused it. 
principles come only in aid of another, still more 
important, which is, the right and the duty of the 
constituent body io select representatives whose 
principles correspond with their own, and whose 
known personal and political integrity afford a 
guaranty that they will honestly adhere to those 
princip!es, and faithfully carry out the popular 
If this important privilege of selecting for 
representatives men whose principles are known 
to be in conformity with those of the majority of 
their constituents, and who possess a high charac- 
ter for integrity, is disregarded, the right of in- 
struction will be of litde avail in securing a faith- 
ful representation of the principles and opinions of 
the constiment body. 

The true doctrine of instruction results from 
the theory of the Government, and we consider it 
to be this» That any direct and positive expression 
of the opinion, will, or desire, of the Legislature 
in respect to the action of its Senators on any par- 
ticular measure, is to be regarded as an instruc- 
tion, as much as though a particular prescribed 
form of words was used; and that in no case isa 
legislative instruction, whatever may be the form 
or language, to be regarded as absolutely man- 
The Legislature of a Sta‘e has no right to 
command its Senators to resign in any form. If they 
can de it conditionally, they can absolutely. The 
instruction should be considered not as mandatory, 
but as advisory; and is entitled to the greatest re- 
spect from the Senators, who ought not to disre- 
gard it without the most weighty and substantial 
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That th¢re are such reasons in the present case, 
we have abundantly shown, as the General Assem- 
bly not only acted without authority, but in the 
face of an express disclaimer of the right to in- 
struct; besides, it appears to us evident, from the 
preamble to the resolution, that the majority must 
have entirely misapprehended the principles and 
provisions of the bill to which their resolution 


We are sensible that the right of legislative in- 
struction is generally respected by that portpon of 
the citizens of the State, with whom we are politi- 
cally associated; yet we believe, that there are few 
even of this portion of our constituents,now supposed 
to be a minority, who held instructions as abso- 
lutely mandatory. They regard this doctrine asa 
part of their general creed, which recognises and 
cherishes all the popular principles of our political 
institutions. They respect the principle as an ele- 
ment of popular rights, and as a means of giving 
efficacy to the popular will, within the prescribed 
limits of the Constitution, They desire the legiti- 
mate and proper use of the principle, not its flagrant 
and palpable abuse, to effect sélfish pa'ty purposes. 

They believe that a Legislatare, which disavows 
the right of instruction, cannot honestly nor right- 
fully exercise a power which they declare they do 
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not possess. Such a proceeding, we are persuaded, 
they must regard, notonly as without authority 
but as derogatory to the Legislature—being a pros- 
titution of its h gh functions to the m serable pur- 
pose of attempting to accomplish a se/fish end by 
dishonest means; and at the same time, calculated 
to bring into cgatempi a popular principle, which, 
when fairly understood, and properly applied, they 
sincerely respect. 

It is evident, therefore, that to obey your instrue- 
tions, given under the circumstances to which we 
have referred, would be disregarding the sentiments 
of one portion of our constituents and a direct 
violation of the known prinetples of the other, now 
supposed to be the majortty; neither of which can 
we consent to do, consistently with the respect which 
we feel for both. 

This, gentlemen, is a fruitfal subject, on which 
much more might be said; but we fear we have a!- 
ready exhausted your patience, and will conclude 
with the expression of our regret that we cannot 
eomply with the wishes of the General Assembly, 
consistently with our sense of duty to the people of 
the State who have honored us with the responsible 
station we hold; and this regret is the more sincere, 
as we have seen abundant evidence of the enlight- 
eued and patriotic purposes of the present Legisla- 
ture, the important resalts of whose wisdom, in- 
telligence and firmness, we doubt not, will be duly 
appreciated, and not svon forgotten by our com- 
mon constituents. 

With sentiments of great respect, 
We are, gentlemen, yours, &c. 
J. M. NILES, 
P. SMITH. 

Mr. Nives said he had intended to submit some 
additional observations, but feared he should con- 
sume too much of the time of the Senate. The pa- 
per he had read contained three distinct grounds, 
each of which he considered a complete justifica- 
tion of the course he and his colleague proposed to 
pursue. The first is, that the resolution is not, in 
its terms, or in substance, upon any /air construc- 
tion, an instruction which could be regarded as 
obligatory upon the Senators. If the principle of 
instraction was admitted to the utmost extent it had 
been carried any where, the resolution does not 
come within it. It instructs us what is the wii! of 
the Legisiature, but studiously avoids a mandatory 
form of expression. By avwiding this, it appears 
that the General Assembly was not willing to as- 
sume the responsibility of our votes, or did not feel 
authorized to do so. As the respunsibility is left 
upon us, that imposes upon us the duty ot aciing 
according: to our own judgment. Or, at most, we 
can only consider the resolution es an expression 
of the opinion of the General Assembly. 

The second ground is, that if the resolution had 
been mandatory in its terms, the Gencral Assem- 
bly, in iis passage, voted down an amendment 
which expressly asserted the right of instraction. 
They first deny the right, and then proceed to in- 
struct, if the resulution is so to be regarded. This 
must neces<arily take from it all mandatory au- 
thority, even if its term had imported it. The resolu- 
tion of 1835, to which he had referred, was not only 
direct and explicit in in its terms, importing acom- 
mand, butcontains an express assertion o! the right, 
derived from popular sentiment. Flad there been, in 
the cast under consideration, only an omission to 
assert the right, it might perhaps have been claim- 
ed, with some propriety, that the passage of the re- 
solution carried with it an implied assertion of the 
principle. The performance of an act, it might 
be said, was in itself a declaration of the night and 
power to perform it. 

Bat no such deduction can be made in this case, 
because the majority expressly disavow the right, 
and speak of it as an odious doctrine. This objec- 
tion, therefore, takes from the resolution al! autho- 
rity, and leaves it only as an expression of the opi- 
nion of: the General Assembly; and had it as- 
sumed to be nothing more, it would have been en- 
titfed to the hizhest respect. But on its face it 
bears the stamp of intentional ambiguity, and 
double-dealing. The whole proceeding wears the 
appearance of an attempt to practise a deception 
upon all parties—upon the Senators and rerresenta- 
tives, by inducing them to believe that they were 
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instructed, when those who voted for the resolution 
did not consider it as such. It was deceptive in 
relation to the constituents of the Assembly; for if 
they were to complain of the exercise of a power 
which did not belong to the Legislature, the lan- 
guage is so equivocal, that it would be easy to deny 
that it was intended as an instruction. 

The studied ambiguity of the resojution appears 
io be a fraud on the principles and consciences of 
those who passed it; an attempt to get round their 
own principles, and to act on what they may have 
supposed to be the principles of their political oppo- 
nents, without recognising the same themselves. 
This, ifhe might be permitted to quote the old 
adage, is what may be called ‘“ whipping the 
Devil around the stump.” : 

Although these two grounds of objection were 
each believed to be sufficient to explain and justify 
the course he and his colleague felt it a duty to 
pursne; and although this resolution does not pro- 
perly come within tbe principle of instruction, yet 
they had ne wish to avoid an expression of their 
opinions on the principleatself. He had no desire 
to place the justification of his conduct on a plea of 
abatement, or even a special plea in bar, but pre- 
ferred to meet the broad principle on which the 
General Assembly professed to act, although they 
disavowed it themselves. He rather rejoiced at an 
opportunity to set himself right on that subject. 

Mr. N. said that no principle was more grossly 
perverted to the selfish purposes of party than this, 
and he thought it high time that it was rescued from 
such palpable abuse. ‘This was, to some extent, 
true of both of the two great political parties, but 
more especially of the Federa! or Whig party. He 
believed they never respected the principle when 
applied to themselves, yet were always ready to 
use it as an instrument against their opponents. 

He could not admit that a party who denied 
the doctrine of instruction, who disregarded it 
themselves, and treated it as odious, could, with 
any semblance of justice or propriety, apply it to 
others. It had become a mere engine of party 
warfare. On this point he might diier from some 
of his friends; but, for one, he could not carry his 
respect for any principle so far as to become an 
instrument of its gross abuse and perversion—a 
perversion which destroys the principle and occa- 

sions the most manifold injustice. He intended 
to have no professions in his poiitical creed which 
he did not carry out in practice; and it was, in his 
judgment, impossible that any principle can be 
faithiully adhered to in practice by one political 
party, which is entirely disregarded by another. 
The old adage is founded in good sense: “that it is 
a bad rule which will not work both ways.” 

The abuse of the principle has arisen from push- 
ing it too far. An instruction, whatever may be 
its terms, ought never to be regarded as possessing 
the absolute authority of a law, or as carrying with 
it an unqualified obligation to obey or resign. 
There is no such right or power in the Legislature; 
and the attempt to set it up and exercise it, has very 
nearly brought the entire doctrine into ridicule and 
contempt. It has taken from it the respect, influ- 
ence, and authority, which justly belong to it when 
the principle is correctly understood and honestly 
applied. 

In respect to the proceedings of his own Legisla- 
ture, he regretted that he had felt it a duty to speak 
of them in the terms he had. But they were un- 
worthy of the General Assembly, and did no credit 
to the State. The resolution, without having the 
form or substance, or resting on the principle, of a 
mandatory instruction, was so worded as to have 
that appearance, and to place his colieague and 
himself in a situation either to obey it, or to be sub- 
jected to acharge of violating the instructions of 
the General Assembly, and of being held up to 
their constituents and the country in that light. This 
had rendered it necessary for them to pursue the 
course they had. 

He was surprised at the whole proceeding, and 
at the strange reasons assigned against the Indepen- 
dent Treasury bill. Surely they ought to have 
been informed on this subject; neither pains or ex- 
pense had been spared to do it. Great exertions 
had been made, and much money expended, to en- 
lighten the people. Both in the State and out of it, 
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Agents had been sent on 
here for aid, and the State had been literally flooded 
with speeches from this place. The mails have 


much had been done. 


groaned under their weight. But these mighty 
labors do not appear to have produced any very 
important results, if we are to judge from this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. N. asked that the resolution might be read 
and laid on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he supposed this reply 
to the Legislature of Connecticut was expected to 
receive some degree of sanction from the fact of its 
having been read to the Senate of the United States, 
for he could discover no other reason for reading 
it. Against allowing it any such sanction Mr. C. 
inost emphatically protested. He was wholly un- 
willing to let it go out with the appearance of any 
such sanction. He was sorry, notwithstanding, to 
deprive the Senator of any consolation in his pre- 
sent state of political adversity, and it was with no 
personal unkindness that Mr. C. endeavored to 
withheld from him the sanction desired; but he did 
not wish to become in any way accessory to the 
promulgation of such a document, filled as it was 
with matter derogatory to the Legislature and State 
which the Senator represented. 

For himself and his principles, Mr. C. said, 
when the pleasure of his Legislature should be made 
known to him in any form, though he did not pro- 
fess to be under the obligation of unlimited and 
passive obedience, there must be circumstances of 
very great potency that would induce him to dis- 
obey legislative instruciions, and they would at all 
times obtain from him a respectful hearing. But 
he must protest against this reply of the Senator, 
which denounced the proceedings of the Legisla- 
ture as dishonorable, and as a prostitution of the 
right of instruction; and it even went beyond that, 
and obliquely charged the resulis of the late elec- 
tion as having been brought about by the use of 
money. ‘This sort of language held by a Senator 
here against his State ought in no way to be sanc- 
tioned by such a body as the United States Senate. 
And had the gentleman’s docirine of instructions 
come to this, that when the instructions came from 
political friends they were to be obeyed in the most 
obsequious manner, but when they can be called a 
party project, fora party purpose, then the little 
minority, and their representatives, in all the inso- 
lence of office, may denounce those instructions as 
dishonorable, and may say to the majority of the 
people of the State, you have been seduced by the 
minority, and we therefore will not obey our in- 
structions? 

The Senator had made ase of the term “we” in 
his reply. Whether this was meant to include his 
colleague, or whether the gentleman meant to 
speak in the royal style, Mr. C. did not know. 
But however that was, Mr. C. was sorry to see the 
spirit in which gentlemen submitted to their politi- 
cal retirement. They had gone beyond their depth 
in a sea of gicry, that was all; and when they were 
brought back, and had conned their lessons in the 
school of adversity, Mr. C. thought they might per- 
haps be brought to their senses, and made useful 
meinbers of society in their proper places. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut observed that he 
rose, at this time, simply for the purpose of satisfy- 
ing the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. CrirrenpEn] 
that his colleague did not express himself in the 
plural to indicate himself only as having given the 
reply to the Legislature of Connecticut, but had his 
sanction in every thing said in that answer. If, 
sir, said Mr. 8S. we are to be admonished here by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, for having 
improperly given an answer to the instractions of 
the Legislature of our State, he apprehended that 
the gentleman might have some feeling on this 
subject; and with some good reason, as the gentle- 
man seemed to tind fault with expressions made 
here, as being unkind and unjust towards the Le- 
gislatare of Connecticut, who gave these instruc- 
tions. Money, the honorable Senator says, was 
stated by my honorable colieague to have been dis- 
tributed, influencing the action of the people in that 
State, which procured the result which produced 
the majority in that Legislature. I have no doubt 
of it, and am willing to express it here and else- 
where, and for that reason am willing that it 
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should go abroad under my hand, in connection 
with that of my colleague, that this Legislature 
came into power under extraordinary circum- 
stances, by various means, not necessary to enter 
into here. By this means, however, I am prepared 
to say, and that gentleman too, if he lives twelve 
months more, will say that they came into power 
without the approbation of the people themselves. 

But why did gentlemen show so much feeling in 
regard to the people of Connecticut? Is he so inti- 
mately connected with them? And if so, I desire 
to know how it is that he became so connected. 
Sir, one of the means used to produce the result [ 
have referred to, was the sending of missionaries 
from the State of Kentucky and elsewhere, to 
operate on the good people of Connectieut, to assist 
in bringing about that result from which these in- 
structions emanated. Who are those persons? 
They are too well known in that State to be neces- 
sary to name them here. Are they the persons who 
were intimately connected with the late tragedy? 
Has the honorable gentleman himself been so con- 
nected with that tragedy, that he should express 
this bitter feeling about the answer of himself and 
colleague? Ifso, let him enjoy it. I assure him 
that all the advantage gained in sending that mis- 
sion to Connecticut, will not contribute much to 
the success of the cause he advecates. Taking it 
altogether, the mission, and the catastrophe that 
followed the authors, will not gain as much as they 
calculated on. Sir, by what means it commenced; 
who had any agency with it; whe concocted it, and 
what produced this result, if the honorable Senator 
supposed he had contributed any thing to it, I am 
satisfied that he should have the full benefit of it. 
But that he should step between the Senators from 
Connecticut and their Legislature, and admonish 
them, I deny that he has the right. He may have 
the full benefit of that temperary revolution; for I 
aim satisfied that it will be but temporary. 

I have nothing more to say, than to satisfy this 
Senate that this answer of myself and colleague 
had my full assent. If the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky has any peculiar interest in the State of 
Connecticut, I have no objectiun to his exercising 
it; but I am not accountable to him or to any body 
else for my conduct towards the Legislature of my 
State. I will forbear to suggest the means that 
were made use of, to place this Legislature in 
power, to enable them to give these instructions 
no further than barely to allude to the circum- 
stances, which perhaps excite the feelings of a 
Senator here. But are we to be charged with im- 
proper conduct, with insolence for answering 
them, when they undertook to instruct us to vote, 
under a principle which they themselves declared 
unsound? If this placed them in an exalted position 
in the opinion of the Senator from Kentucky, I 
have no objection. A Legislature undertakes to 
instruct Senators to disobey the Constitution of the 
country, when this very Legislature says that they 
themselves do not believe that it ought to be done 
in that particular. They virtually say we consi- 
der the principles on which these instructions are 
based, are unsousd; yet we undertake not only to 
act for ourselves, but for the people you represent. 

If they have placed themselves in this position, 
is it wrong for us to say to them in reply, that they 
have ac'ed improperly—that they have exercised a 
power which they themselves say dves not exist? 

Are we, said Mr. S. to sit by, and hear ourselves 
denounced for giving our reasons for not obeying 
instructions, which those who gave them say are 
founded on principles which they do not believe in? 
Are we to be charged with insolence and impro- 
priety of conduct, and at the same time to be told 
that it is a matter with which we have nothing to 
do? While the Senator from Kentucky denounces 
our conduct as unworthy of the seats we hold, I 
must believe his denunciation grows out of feelings 
such as a simple representative from Kentucky 
could not possess. If I have mistaken the feelings 
of the Senator, and done him injustice, I am sorry 
for it. 

But there must be some cause for this excitement 
and for this feeling, and the denunciation of us for 
the answer which we, as representatives of Connec- 
ticut, have given to our Legislature. I have barely 
risen to show that if there 1s any such feeling any 
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where, that it came from a quarter whence we had 
ight to expect it. 
nO te NILES replied to Mr. Crirrenpen with 
much warmth. Whether this proceedingjhad been 
regular, or irregular and unusual, he would not 
undertake to say; but sure he was that the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CrirreNnDEN] were nnusual, and of a very extraor- 
dinary character. He has undertaken to arraign 
me, and to pronounce a lecture to me on the course 
I ought to pursue towards my constituents. He has 
thrust himself between me and my constituents, 
and undertaken tu instruct me ia my duty to them. 
I think I know what my duty is, and do not desire 
the volunteer aid of any one to enlighten me in it. 
Mr. N. said he knew both his duty and his rights; 
and whilst he should endeavor tu discharge the one, 
he should take care to cause the other to be respect- 
ed. An interference ard attack upon him of this 
kind, he could not have expected from any quar- 
ter;and from none less than from the Senator—he 
was about to say his friend—from Kentucky; for, 
although differing in politics, he had _ enter- 
tained towards him the most kind and friendly 
feelings. The Senatorspeaks of this proceeding as 
very extraordinary, and asks whether any action is 
expected upon the paper he (Mr. N.) had read? 
He protests against its receiving any sanction from 
the Senate, or any authority or additional influence 
on account of its having beenintroduced here. He 
cared nothing for the gentleman’s protest, as he 
neither asked nor expected any action of the Senate 
on the paper. He had introduced it as a response 
to the resolution of the Legislature of his State, 
which he had presented, and as containing an ex- 
planation of the views of his colleague and himself 
on that subject. It was read as a part of his 
(Mr. N’s) speech, and jn that light was before the 
Senate, but in no other. It was perfectly compe- 
tent for him to present his views in regard to the 
resolution he had offered, as he saw fit;in a speech, 
or a written response, which he had a right to make 
a partof his speech. This he had done, and he 
believed there was nothing extraordinary or unu- 
sual in it. If there was, the Senatcr should have 
called him to order; not attempt to arraign his con- 
duct, and read him a lecture. For his conduct 
here he was accountable to his constituents and the 
country; and to this body, so far as respects an ob- 
servauce of its rules: but he was not accountable 
to any individual member. 

Mr. N. said he had no petty ambition, as the Se- 
nator intimated, ef seeking a quarrel with the Le- 
gislature of his State. His purpose was very dif- 
ferent, and cf a much more exalted character. In 
a certain contingency, a high and responsible duty 
would devolve upon him, in which not only his 
own State, but the whole country, were interested. 
In indicating the course he felt it a duty to pur- 
sue, he desired to present the considerations by 
which he had been governed. This was not a 
question between him and the Legislature of his 
State; so far as any such had existed it, was dis- 
posed of, and he had no complaints to make, and 
nothing to say on that point. He was surprised 
at the allusions of the Senator to it; his remarks 
were, it appeared to him, inconsistent with those 
liberal feelings which he believed the Senator to 
possess. He [Mr. N.] asked no sympathy or in- 
dulgence from any one, on account of his situa- 
tion. Nor did he think his conduct authorized the 
remark, that he was restive and uneasy under the 
decision of the Legislature of his State, or that 
feelings springing from that decision had influenced 
his present course. He had made no complaints, 
and, so far as respects himself, was quite indiffe- 
rent on the subject, There. had been instances of 
public men who had pursued a very different 
course. There is one very conspicuous one with 
which the Senator must be very familiar. He al- 
luded to a distinguished statesman, who, when 
struck down by public opinion, and driven from 
his post, retired pouring out execrations upon his 
countrymen, and declaring the elevation of his 
rival, whom he denounced as a “military chief- 
tain,” as more to be dreaded than ‘‘war, pesti- 
lence, or famine.” This was a case which would 
have justified the Senator’s rebuke. 

But the Senator had charged him with renounc- 
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ing the good old Democratic Jeffersonian doctrine 
of imstruction. He denied this: he had renounced 
no doctrine he ever professed: he had endeavored 
to explain his understanding of the doctrine; to 
what extent it was sound, and beyond what point 
it became unsound and impracticable. In respect 
to the doctrine itself, and the principle on which 
it rests, the opinions now expressed were not new, 
they had been long entertained; but as regards the 
utility and practical application of the doc- 
wine, he freely admitted that his mind had 
undergone a change. Sir, if this doctrine ever 
possessed any practical efficacy, the Senator's 
political friends have destroyed it. They have 
not only disavowed it, and disregarded it; but 
they have attempted to use it as a_po- 
litical engine against their opponents. Whilst 
denying the principle, and disregarding it them- 
selves, they have attempted to use it as an in- 
strament against Senators opposed to them. This 
has rendered it little more than a mere farce, and 
done much to bring ridicule and contempt upon the 
doctrine itself. He had endeavored to rescue it 
from this reproach, by attempting to prove that in- 
structions could have no binding force, coming 
from a Legislature which denied the right to in- 
struct. For some years past, we have all seen what 
use has been made of this doctrine by the Federal 
or Whig party in most of the States. He had given 
a history of it in his own State. Ps friend from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Wa t,] in his able speech, has 
informed us what the Federal doctrine of instruc- 
tion has been in that State. We have seen what it 
is in Ghio and Pennsylvania, and in other States, 
It is every where the same—a mere instrument of 
party warfare. We have seen a resolution from 
Pennsylvania, directing the Senators to vote against 
the Sub-Treasury bill, and at the same time in- 
structing them to vote to separate the public re- 
venhes from the banks; a resolution carried by the 
vote of a member who admitted that he acted under 
threats from a bank. What respect was due to 
such instructions was for the Senators from that 
State to decide; and one of them [Mr. Bucnanan] 
has suffered his vote to be controlled by it. He has 
acted according to his sense of duty, of which Mr. 
N. did not complain; yet he was free to say that he 
should nat have felt himself bound by such a pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. N. said that he respected the doctrine of in- 
struction as an evidence, and the highest evidence, 
of the popular will, but not a conclusive evidence; 
and he could not regard it, in any case, as possess- 
ing the authority of law, as that was inconsistent 
with the Constitution; and although he did not 
admit the right of the Legislature to force a Sena- 
tor to resign, yet he had such deference for the po- 
pular will that he would not hold a seat here if he 
could not represent the opinions, as wellas the in- 
terest, of a majority of his constitueats. He spoke 
of the settled and abiding opinions, not of those 
which may be the result of a temporary excite- 
ment, and extraordinary efforts to alarm and mis- 
lead the public mind. 

Mr. N. said that this Federal doctrine of instrue- 
tion was a very curious thing, and very much of a 
one-sided principle. When they were a majority, 
and wished to use it, it was a sound and excellent 
principle; but when they were a minority, and it 
was applied to them, it was a false, absurd, and 
odious doctrine. It was very much like their 
“spoils” doctrine. When they were in a minority, 
removals from office were denounced as ‘‘pro- 
scription for opinion’s sake,” as the most wicked 
and abominable practice which ever prevailed in a 
civilized country; but the moment they are a ma- 
jority, it becomes a sound doctrine, a most conser- 
vative principle. And such is their regard for it, 
that they always carry it out vastly frrther than 
any examples on the other side, which they have 
so pointedly condemned. He had recently seen, 
in his own State, an instance of carrying this prin- 
ciple to an extreme point; it had been carried be- 

ond the living, and, to an extent, to invade the 
rights of the dead. In one of our principal towns, 
the driver of the heavse has been removed for voting 
against the Whig ticket, so that it is now well set- 
tled that no man can be buried except by a good 

Whig. Hepeafter we shall not only be required to 
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live according to Whig doctrines, but to dic and 


be buried under their mild influence. He had ne- 
ver complained of removals, whether in a majority 
ora minority, but really thought it was going a 
little too far, when an event, which levels all earth- 
ly distinctions, is made subservient to party domi- 
nation and party strife. 

But said Mr. N. the Senator charges me with 
having made severe reflections upon the Legisla- 
ture of my State, and of alluding to the improper 
use of money in the late election. He would not 
object tothe too Senators from Kentucky, volun- 
teering their services in taking care of the interests 
of Connecticut. They could, no doubt, represent 
the State more ably than his colleague and myself; 
one of them also has undoubtedly a much greater 
stake in its politics, than either himself or his co!- 
league; and as they were gradually sliding into 
their seats, perhaps it might be as well for them to 
go home, and leave the State in the hands of the 
Kentucky Senators, who would no doubt more ably 
represent it, and especially the Whig cause. But 
as his term was short, he thought he had perhaps 
better hold on, and try to represent at least a part 
of the State, leaving it for the gentlemen from Ken- 
tucky te supply all deficiencies. 

Mr. N. said, in reply to the remark of the Sena- 
tor, (Mr. Crirrenpen,] that what he had written 
in the paper he had read, or what he had said of the 
proceedings of the Legislature, was done advisedly 
and deliberately, and he expected to abide by it, 
beth here and elsewhere. He had given the facts— 
a true aceount of the proceedings—with such com- 
ments upon them as he thought they deserved, so 
far as was necessary to his present purpose. Further 

han this, he had not gone. Having given the pro- 

ceedings truly, all could judge whether his remarks 
upon them were borne out. If he had spoke of the 
proceeding as dishonorable or dishonest, it was 
because he so regarded it. If this was a reflection 
upon the State, neither the blame nor the responsi- 
bility rested upon him, but upon those weak or dis- 
honest agents who had attempted to entrap himself 
and his colleague by cunning and trickery, through 
the forms of legislation; and it had since been a 
subject of boast and triumph in their papers. He 
believed he knew what was due to the character of 
his State, and did not think it could be benefitted 
by any attempts to justify or defend such proceed- 
ings. 

The Senator was mistaken, however, in suppos- 
ing he had said that money had been used to carry 
th: late election. He had said nothing iu regard to 
tne election, either in the paper he had read, or in 
his remarks. His allusion to the nse of money was 
not in reference to the election, but in regard to the 
exertions which had been made to enlighten the 
people on the subject of the financial questions be- 
fore the country. It did not fall within his purpose 
to speak of the election; if ithad, heshould not have 
hesitated to have said that money had been raised 
and used to anextent, and for purposes, never be- 
fore witnessed in the State, and which he hoped ne- 
ver would be again. But his allusion to money 
had reference to the pains which have been taken 
to inform, or, as he considered it, to mislead the 
people in relation to the currency question. The 
exertions in that behalf had been great, both in the 
State and out of it. No efforts and no expense 
appear to have been spared. 

It was true, as stated by his colleague, that po- 
litical missionaries visited the State last fall, one of 
whom was from Kentucky. They travelled 
through the State, and attended large political 
meetings, called for the purpose, at which they ha- 
rangued the people in the usual Whig style of de- 
nunciation, common-place abuse, and party slang. 
During the present session, one or more missiona- 
ries have visited this city, to make arrangements 
for having the State well supplied with speeches of 
members of Congress. Whatever may have been 
the case of the first, the last mission was attended 
with wonderful success. The State was literally 
plastered over with speeches, like the land of 


Egypt with frogs. The franks of some Senators 
whom he could name, must be as familiar with the 
people as household words. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, whom he did not see in his piace, 


[Mr. Wessrer,] the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
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Cuar,] and a member of the House from the city 
of New York, who appeared to be a sort of tender 
to the big Whig ships of war, were most distin- 
guished for their disinterested and meritorious ex- 
ertions to enlighten his constituents. As an evi- 
dence of the extent of their labors, he would state 
one fact: In a very small interior town, there was 
one hundred and thirty speeches received in a sin- 
gle mai]. Surely such disinterested and patriotic 
services Ought to be made known, that those con- 
cerned in them may have the credit to which they 
are entitled. 

Mr. N. sad, that in some towns in his State, 
lying on the Sound, the people are in the habit of 
taking large quantities, of what is called the white 
fish; they are not valuable for food, but are ex 
cellent for manure, and are spread over the land, 
and sometimes thrown into the hill, and it saida 
single fish makes a first rate hill of potatoes; and if the 
electioneering speeches from Congress, with which 
the State has been plastered over, were as valuable 
a manure as the white fish; (and he thought they 
aboutas worthless for any thing else,) the State 
would produce stich a crop of potatoes this season, 
as was never raised before; and he would engage 
that the surplus beyond what would be required 
for home consumption, would supply the State of 
Keutucky for two years. In this way, the disinte- 
rested labors of gentlemen who had shown so mach 
anxiety to serve his constituents, might be turned 
to some account. 

Mr. N. did not deny or dispute the right of 
the Senator to criticise or comment on the paper 
be had read. He admitted that it was before the 
Senate, not for its action, but as a part of his 
speech; and, as such, a proper subject of remark. 
He did not complain of the Senator’s remarks on 
the paper; what he did complain of was, that the 
Senator should have stepped in between him and 
his constituents, and undertaken to teach him his 
duty to them. He thought he understood the duty 
he owed to his State, and should endeavor to dis- 
charge it faithfully and fearlessly; and if, in doing 
this, he was so unfortunate as to offend either of 
the gentlemen from Kentucky, he might regret it, 
but conld not alter his course to accommodate any 
one. Buthe thought that his State was in a way 
to be well taken care of; and that, with the assist- 
ance of the Senators from Kentucky, it would be 
fully and ably represented. 

After a few remarks by Mr. CRITTENDEN, 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky said he regretted the 
necessity of saying a few words, imposed upon 
him by some gratuitous remarks, relating to him- 
self, of one of the Senators frem Connecticut. It 
had been his intention not to say one word on this 
occasion, and he should not have done it but for 
this reference to himself, although he thought it 
proper for his colleague or any other Senator, if 
they choose to do so, to comment ona paper which 
had been read in the Senate. Had it come to this, 
that one Senator might read in the Senate a reply 
to the instructions which he had received from his 
Legislature, and no other Senator had a right to 
say any thing upon it, on the ground of improper 
interference? Mr. C had paid no attention to it; 
he was half asleep while the reading was going on; 
but the remark of the Senator, that Mr. C. had in- 
terposed between him and his constituents, called 
for areply. What was the true state of the fact? 
Certain petitions had been entrusted to Mr. C. by 
citizens of Connecticut, which he, in the course of 
his duty, had presented to the Senate; and the Se. 
nator from Connecticut then interposed himself, 
and represented the petition as untrue and dishono- 
rable; and Mr, C. could not but defend the consti- 
tuents of the Senator himself against a charge 
which Mr. C. thought unfounded, and brought 
against them by their own representative. In do- 
ing this, Mr. C. had not gone out of his way; but 
as they had confided a petition to him, he had done 
forthem what he would have done for any of the 
human kind, and had endeavored to vindicate 
them from a charge which he deemed incorrect. 

Mr. C. had also been charged as having left his 
country and her councils with execrations, going 
home with restlessness and disgust, and as return- 
ing back to annoy the country. What was the’ 
ground of this charge? Mr. C. had returned under 
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urgeat circumstances; his office had been unséli- 
cited, and he had resolved to do his duty in these 
struggles and these times, and he had denounced a 
military aspirant, and had denounced him 1n lan- 
guage which he was proud to have used, when he 
had exclaimed, Send us war, pestilence, and fa- 
mine, rather than curse us with a military rale; and 
if he could have then foreseen that this execrable 
measure, the Sub-Treasury bi!l, would have been 
introduced by the influence which he then depre- 
cated, he would then have denounced it as he did 
now, as not at all preferable to war, pestilence, and 
famine, and as not inferior to any one of them in 
its malign effects on the welfare and prosperity of 
the country. 

One of the Senators from Connecticut had said 
that political missionaries from Kentneky had 
been at work in Connecticut. Mr, C. denied the 
fact that any such missionary had gone from his 
State; it was a work of that Senator’s own imagi- 
nation, without the fact to support it; at least Mr. 
C. knew no foundation whatever for such a charge. 

In respect to the doctrine of instruction, al- 
though he had the right to express any opinion, 
Mr. C. would have said nothing about it, but for 
what the Senators from Connecticut themselves 
had said, that on their vote hung the fate of the 
Sub-Treasury bill. And was not Mr. C’s State in- 
terested in that measure, and had they not the right 
to inquire whether those who were to fix this mea- 
sure on the country were acting in conformity with 
the views of those whom they here represented? 
And are we to be tuld that a majority of the peo- 
ple of Connecticut, as well as of the Legislature, 
are adverse to this measure, and yet to have it 
fixed upon us by their two Senators, who, at the 
same time, acknowledge that they were acting con- 
trary to the will of the majority of the people of 
their own State? And are Senators not at liberty 
to call on them to respect their instructions under 
such circumstances? But the spirit of those in- 
structions pervaded the whole Union, though Sena- 
tors said this spirit was temporary. We had heard 
enough of Reaction! Reaction! Reaction! but 
where was the evidence that there would be reac- 
tion? There was indeed evidence of action, but 
it was forward, unequivocal action against the 
Sub-Treasury, as much so as it ever was against 
the alien and sedition acts, or any other most exe- 
crable measure. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut. A declaration 
which I made in the course of my remarks in re- 
gard to a particular mission going from Kentucky 
to Connecticut, and was denied by the honorable 
Senators from Kentucky. Now I dil not speak of 
my own personal knowledge, but from common 
report, I did not see them there, and have no 
more knowledge of the mission than what I lave 
seen in the newspapers of the day; and which, 
never having been denied, I believe to be true. 
The Senator denies it, and I assert it on the infor- 
mation I possess; and the people will judge whether 
his information is more correct than mine. 

Mr. CLAY. Then what must we think ofa 
Senator who gets up in his place and asserts a fact, 
having no other authority than the newspapers? 

Mr. SMITH. I am satisfied the missionaries 
were there, as stated, though I did not see them; 
and it is very extraordinary that the Senators from 
Kentucky did not know it; but if they choose to 
place it on this ground, that they were not there 
with their knowledge, let the people of Cennecti- 
cut judge how they came there, and for whose 
benefit. 

And then adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, June 22, 1838, 

Mr. ADAMS continued his remarks in opposi- 
tion to the report of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs on the subject of the annexation of Texas, and 
in support of the motion to recommit it with in- 
structions In the course of his remarks, Mr. A. 
has given a detailed account of the proceedings of 
the House in relation to their action upon the sub- 
ject of Ronee respecting slavery, and the annexa- 
tion of Texas, as incidental to that subject. He bas 
given, in order, the different times when petitions 
and resolutions of State Legislatures have been pre- 








sented to the House, and has stated the action of the 
House thereon. He has also read and commented 
briefly upon many of the memorials and resojy- 
tions, with arguments to show that the action of 
the House had not been correct in principle, nor in 
accordance with the wishes of a large portion of the 
ople. 
ae. A. then gave way for the orders. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved the House to take up 
the resolution of Mr. Boon, proposing to fix the 
period of adjournment of the present session of 
Congress. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. McK. moved a suspension of the rules, and 
thereon asked for the yeas and najs; which, being 
ordered, were—yeas 139, nays 55. 

So the rules were suspended; and the resolution 
being taken up, 

Mr. McKENNAN moved to strike out the 
“first Monday,” and insert the “ second Monday” 
in July. 

Mr BOON accepted this as a modification. 

Mr. NAYLOR moved to substitute the “ firs” 
Monday. Lost without a division. 

Mr. GARLAND of Louisiana moved to insert 
the * third” Monday in July. 

Mr. CALHOUN of Massachnsetts called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GARLAND then, asa reason for the motion 
he made, drew the attention of the House to the 
mass of business on the calendar, especially relat- 
ing to the western country. 

Mr. BOULDIN said he was anxious that the 
public business should be done. That it might be 
done, was true; that it might have been done, was 
equally true. But if the gentleman from Louisiatia 
(Mr. Garanp] thought that length of time would . 
secure that object, he would ask him to look back 
upon the last six or seven months, and see what 
had been done in all that time. He said, if they 
were disposed to do the business now, he had no 
doubt that every thing material could be done by 
the 9th of July. If they did not wish to do it, they 
never would do it in any length of time. If they 
meant to do it, let them do it; if not, let them go 
home. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY was convinced to the 
contrary, for there were several pressing bills 
that would take up days each in discussion. 
Though he was as anxious as any one to get 
away, yethe was unwilling to do so, and leave 
such a mass of business unfinished. 

Mr. BOON explained that the object he had in 
originally moving the resolution at the timehe did 
was to bring to the consideration of the House that 
it was necessary for Congress to take an order to 
adjourn at some time or other. He was as anxious 
as any man could be, that before the House ad- 
journe |, the most important measures before them, 
and more especially, of all the rest, the bill to re- 
duce and graduate the price of the public lands, 
with the bills in relation to the army, the western 
frontier, &c. should be acted upon. Bat af gentle- 
tlemen would only leave off talking, and vote, ma 
might yet act upon them all by the 9th of July. If 
they would only act upon the principle of those 
great men. George Washington and Benjamin 
Franklin, who never spoke in public over about 
five minutes at a time, they could get through 
with their business in a couple of weeks from Mon- 
day. Indeed, they ought to have got through ita 
longtime ago, and could have done so, if they 
had not wasted so much time. 

Mr. HAYNES said he would show his estimate 
of the value of time by moving the previous ques- 
tion; but the House refused to second it—ayes 72, 
noes 95 

Mr. NAYLOR urged the House to adopt the 
later day. ? 

Mr. HAYNES rose among the most vociferous 
cries of “Question!” from all paris of the hall, 
which continued for some time. When order was 
restored, Mr. H. said he would have stood there 
till doomsday, rather than be cried down. He had 
merely risen to call for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; and,as 

The CHAIR was about to propound the call to 
the House, 
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Mr. MASON of Ohiojreminded the Sreaxer that 
tage been already ordered, 


ion was then taken, and the amend- 

ent di d to—yeas 90, nays 121. 

me ILLIAMS of Kentacky moved to post- 
the farther consideration of the resolution till 
Friday next. 

Mr. CASEY asked for the yeas and nays, but 
they were refused; and, on the call of Mr. Haynes, 
the question was taken by tellers, and agreed to— 
yeas 95, nays 89. , us. 

So the resolution was postponed till Friday next. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmii- 
ting a report of the Commissioner on Pensions, 
and sundry documents from the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Third Auditor, in relation to 
pension agents, payment of pensions, etc.; which, 
on motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. HALEY, on leave, presented to the House 
certain joint reselutions of the Legislature of Con- 
necticut, in relation to an amendment of the Fede- 
ral Constitution, in regard tu the appointment and 
removal of officers; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

On motionof Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
went into Committee on the Union, Mr. Connor in 
the chair, and resumed the consideration of the 
“Independent Treasury bill,” under the motion to 
strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HUNTER continued his remarks in support 
of the bill till the period for the House to take its 
daily recess. P 





EVENING SESSION. 

The House met at half-past three, pursuant to 
adjournment. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, on leave, reported 
a bill from the Committee of Claims, for the relief 
of Josa@ph K. Averill. 

{This bill was to provide for the payment of wit- 
nesses fees to the petitioner, who had been brought 
from the exterior part of Ohio, to testify in the late 
trial of White. Mr. W. suggested the propriety of 

ing the bill at once; but objection being made 

y Mr. Perrixin, the Speaker said it could only 

be passed by general consent, as the Speaker had 

only taken the chair to pass to the usual recess; 

and if debate would arise, the bill mu t take its 
place on the calendar ] 

The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole, and continued the consideration of 

THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

There being not more than twenty members in 
their seats, and while txe Chairman was waiting to 
call the committee to order, 

Mr. CALHOUN of Massachusetts stated that 
the House in the morning had endeavored to fix s 
day for adjournment, and it was urged that it wa 
impossible to adjourn at an early day in July, be" 
cause of the pressure of important business, which 
could not so soon be properly disposed of; and he 
remarked, that if the recess of an hour and a half 
was virtually to be extended to two hours and 
more, and if members would not attend to the busi- 
ness of Congress, no adjournment could be had be- 
fore August. He then moved that the committee 
rise, and report the fact to the House that they 
found themselves without a quorum; ard made 
that motion with a view to move a call of the 


ouse. 

The CHAIR said it was a courtesy usually ex- 
tended to members addressing the committee to 
wail for members to come in. 

Mr. HUNTER expressed his readiness to goon, 
and he with and concluded his remarks 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY then took the floor, and went 
on for some time in opposition to the bill, when he 
gave way for a motion that the committee rise, 
which was carried. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. THOMAS, 
tock np the hin to See for the better sccarity 
of the lives o passenger ngers in vessels, propelled in 

part by steam. , 


whole or in part oye 
The amendment proposed in Committee of the 
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Whole, with many others proposed in the House, 
were severally considered and acted upon, many 
were adopted end others rejected, and before any 
final action on the bill, 

The previous question was demanded, but before 
determining whether there was a second, 

On moution, the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Faipay, June 22, 1838. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition signed 
by a number of the citizens of the city and county 
of Phila lelphia, similar to several others presented 
by him on the same subject, asking Congress to 
pass the Independent Treasury bill, and in opposi- 
tion to the charter of a National Bank: laid on the 


table. 


Mr. NORVELL presented the memorial of the 
officers and managers of the Washington Monu- 
ment Association in relation to the receipts and ex- 
penditures of that association; and moved that it be 
printed. 

Mr. MORRIS called for the reading of the paper; 
and accordingly the Secretary having read a por- 
tion of it, 

Mr. KING moved to lay it on the table, there 
being several expressions in it which he thought 
disrespectful, and therefore ought not to be read to 
the Senate. 

Mr. NORVELL said he hoped that his friend 
from Alabama weuld, fora moment, withdraw his 
motion to lay the memorial on the table. This 
paper proceeded from as respectable a body of 
gentlemen as any in the country; and he did think 
that, as they considered themselves to have been 
injuriously assailed on this floor, they should have 
an opportunity to be heard. It was true that they 
had used strong language; but this, under the cir- 
cumstances, was natural. Let the memorial be 
read, and then the Senate might take what course 
they thought proper, as regarded the further dispo- 
sition of it. By the statement of moneys collected, 
it appeared that the society had received only be 
tween 27,000 and 28,000 dollars, of which they 
had invested upwards of $27,000, principally, he 
believed, in Pennsylvania State stocks. Between 
four and five hundred remained uninvested. Ex- 
cept what had been allowed to collectors in the dif- 
ferent States, as commissions for moneys obtained 
from subscribers by them, very little had been ex- 
pended, as the statement would show. He was 
authorized to say, too, that the books, with the 
names of all the contributors to the monument, 
are in the hands of the Treasurer of the Associa- 
tion, open tothe inspection of all. These were 
facts which, in justice to these respectable citizens, 
ought to be known to the Senate ani to the public, 
after what had passed here on the subject. 

Mr. KING, in explanation of the reasons which 
induced him to make the motion, said, that in the 
first place, he did not perceive that the subject of 
the memorial was a matter with which the Senate 
had any thing to do, and that no action of the Senate 
could result from it; and secondly, he objected to 
the further reading of it, because it contained ex- 
pressiuns, applied to Senators or the Senate, which 
ought not to be permitted to be read there. 

Mr. PRESTON, who just then entered the cham- 
ber, remarked, that the memorial was from. very 
respectable persons, who conceived themselves in- 
jured by something that transpired on this floor. 
He had, on more than one occasion, objected to the 
reception of memorials because their language was 
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which was deemed disrespectful to members of 


that body. Butif it was so, he thought it ougit 
to be called up, in order to be disposed of in a 
roper manner. 

Mr. SEVIER observed that this day was set 
apart for the consideration of private land claims; 


| and he heped it would not be consumed as yester- 


not respectful; and he therefore desired to have it | 
read, that he might judge whether it was so or not. | 
If it was a question of reception, he must hear the | 


ne read before he could vote on it. 

r. KING said there was no question of recep- 
tion raised. The paper was received. His motion 
was to lay iton the table; and if the honorable 
genileman wished to know whether it was respect- 
fui or not, he could easily read it at the Secretary’s 


table. He had objected to the reading, because the 
paper spoke disrespectfully of members of .that 
body. If the paper was laid on the table, any 


member could move to take it up, and submit what 

propositions he pleased as to the disposition of it. 
Mr. PRESTON said he would not take upon 

himself the responsibility of calling up a paper 


day was in debate. The matter complained of by 
these individuals had been published in the public 
newspapers, and he presumed the editors would 
have no objection to insert their reply. It wasa 
matter with which the Senate had nothing to de, 
and he, therefore, moved to lay it on the table. 

This motion was carried. 

Mr. YOUNG presented the petition of Joseph 
Shenecke, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Gommittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of Wm. 
W. Fry, praying permission to import an iroa 
steamboat free of duty: referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which had been referred the petition of 
the members of the Knoxville bar, praying for a 
change of the times of holding the courts of the 
United States for the district of East Tennessee, re- 
ported a bill in conformity with the prayer of the 
petition; which was read and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. MORRIS presented certain additional docu- 
ments in support of the claim of Catherine White; 


| which were referred to the Commitiee on Pensions. 


Mr. M. from the Committee on Pensions, re- 


| ported, without amendment, the bill from the House 
| for the relief of Sarah Barnes, recommending its 


passage. 

Also, reported, without amendment, and recom- 
mending their indefinite postponement, the bills 
from the House for the relief of Wm. Steele of 
New York, Eliphalet Spafford, Wm. Glover and 
Daniel B. Perkins. 

Mr. TIPTON, on leave, introduced a bill giving 
the consent of Congress to certain acts of the Legis- 
lative Conneil of the Territory of Florida; which 
was twice read and referred. 

Mr. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the petition of 
sundry clerks in the Executive Depa: tments of the 


| Government, reported a bill classifying and regu- 


lating their salaries; which was read and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, rep»rted a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Madame De Lusser; which was read and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUBBARD made several reports on private 
bills from the House which had been referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. RUGGLES, from the Commitiee on Patents, 
to which had been referred the amendment of the 
House to the bill providing for the appointment of 
persons to test the utility of inventions to improve 
and render safe the boilers of steamboats against 
explosion, made a report thereon, recommending 
the Senate to disagree to said amendment, and, on 
taking the question, the Senate disagreed accord- 
ingly. 

The amendment of the House to the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for certain roads in the Terri‘o- 
ry of Wisconsin, was considered and concur- 
red in. 

On motion of Mr. TIPTON, the Senate took 
up the bill giving the assént of Conzress to an act 
of the Legislative Council of Florida, chariering 
a railroad and steam navigation company; @ad the 
same having been considered as in Cu.nmittee of 
the Whole, was ordered to a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the Senate took up 
the bill for the benefit of the Alabama, Piorida and 
Georgia Railroad Company; and the same having 
been considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Gronpr, fixing 
the hours of meeting of the Senate at 11 instead of 
12 o'clock for the remainder of the session, was 
considered and agreed to. 

The following bills were severally taken up and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading: 
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The bill to authorize the payment of invalid 
pensions in certain cases. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Bassett. 

The bill for the relief of Dennis Trammell. 

The bill for the reiief of William Berry. 

The bill granting a pension to David Waller. 

The bill for paying certain pensioners at Tusca- 
loosa, in the State of Alabama. 

The bill for the relief of William Cooley. 

The bill for the relief of William Posey. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Crapin. 

The bill for the relief of John S. Billings. 

The bill for the relief of Eli Eastman. 

The bill granting a pension to Bradley Drew 
Gipson. 

« The bill granting a pension to Neil McNeal, 

The bill for the relief of Amos Thompson. 

The bill for the relief of Solomon Ketchur. ‘ 

The bill for the relief ef Simeon Smith, of the 
State of New Hampshire. 

The bill granting a pension to Frederick Hill. 

The bill for the relief of Christopher Dennison. 

The bill for the relief of Anna West, of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

The bill for the relief of Josiah Clark. 

The bill for the benefit of Charles Coffin. 

The bill granting a pension to Seth Whitney, of 
the county of Delaware, State of New York. 

The bill granting a pension to Catharine Rollins, 
otherwise called Catharine Mosely. 

The bill granting a pension to Thomas West, of 
the State of Alabama. 

‘The bill for the relief of a free colored man. 

The bill granting a pension to Frederick Hill. 

The bill for the relief of James McCarian. 

The bill granting a pension to Robert Casey. 

The bill for the relief of Leonard Loomis. 

The bill for the relief of Juan Pelgar. 

An act directing the Commissioner of the Gene- 
ral Land Office to ascertain the quantity of land 
covered by grants made to Anthoney Shane and to 
Louis Godfroy, in section 16, township 4 south, 
range 2 east, in Lima district, and its value. 

An act to amend an act entitled *‘ An act for the 
relief of Raphael Paine and Elias Arnold,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1833. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Parsons. 
{Laid on the tabie.] 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Marsaque. 

The bill granting to the legal representatives of 
John Smith T. the right of pre-emption. 

The bill to transfer to the citizens of the parish of 
Concordia, in the State of Louisiana, the interest of 
the United States in a tract of land. 

The bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause patents to be issued to the persons, 
and for the lands, therein named. [Laid on the 
table. 

The bill for the relief of Laurent Millaudon, of 
New Orleans. 

The bill for the relief of William Jones. 

The bill for the relief of Jane Waller. 

Tae Senate adjourned over to Monday. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Satcrpay, June 23, 1838. 

Mr. LINCOLN, on leave, from the Committee 
on the Public Buildings, reported the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House whether, in re- 
suming the work upon the new Treasury building, 
it is intended that any portions of the walls, at 
their northern and southern extremities, are to be 
removed, or are to be extended and connected at 
the north with the walls of the building occupied 
by the State Department; or whether the latter 
building is to be taken down, or such alterations 
made therein as materially to change its exterior or 


interior structure, and, if so, in what manner and | 


at what cost; and that he be requested to lay be- 
fore the House a definite and descriptive plan of 
the elevation and dimensions of the Treasury 
building, as the same, on his approval, is to be 
prosecuted to its completion, with an estimate of 
the whole cost of the building, including any alte- 
rations which, in connection therewith, are to be 
made in the building of the State Department, and 
in the grading of the contiguous street, and the 
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construction of the necessary walls and culverts to 


_ protect the foundation of the building, and render 


the approach thereto, and the occupation ther¢éof, 
appropriate and convenient. 

Mr. L. asked its present consideration. 

Mr. KEIM objected, because he was opposed to 
renewing the old controversy on the Treasury 
building at this late period of the session, and also 
because it might have the effect of again throwing 
the workmen out of employment who had been re- 
engaged. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of North Carolina called for 
the yeas and nays; but 

Mr. KEIM, on hearing the resolution read again, 
remarked that, as it was merely a call for informa- 
tion, he would withdraw his objection; whereupon, 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER made an ineffectual attempt to 
make the bills extending the pension system to 
western warriors the special order for Thursday 


next. 
TEXAS. 


Mr. ADAMS proceeded in his remarks on the 
report of the Committee on Foreiga Affairs, in re- 
lation to the annexation of Texas; and was refer- 
ring to the right of slaves to petition, and the pro- 
ceedings in the House last Congress upon his ten- 
dering a petition of that character, stating that he 
should have no hesitation in presenting a petition 
from a slave, if his memorial was properly couched, 
and on a proper subject, or something to this 
efiect. Mr. A. was proceeding in this line of re- 
mark, when 

The SPEAKER called him to order, saying that 
the remarks were irrelevant to the subject under 
consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was putting an ex- 
treme case, by way of illustration, which was in 
order. 

The SPEAKER again reminded Mr. A. that he 
was out of order. 

Mr. LEGARE rose, and said he felt compelled 
to call the gentleman from Massachusetts to order; 
and cries of order were heard in varions parts of 
the House. 

Mr. ADAMS called upon the Speaxer to reduce 
the disorderly words to writing, and appealed from 
the decision of the Crarr. 


The SPEAKER said the Cuarr could not be 
called upon to reduce remarks made out of order to 
writing. It had never been known, either by any 
rule, or by parliamentary usage; and if such a 
course could be sustained, it would continually 
bring the Cnair into conflict with members, and 
would render it impossible for the House to pro- 
ceed with its business. 

Several members referred to the twenty-third rule 
of the House, which requires that disorderly words 
shall be reduced to writing. 


The SPEAKER said he was perfectly aware of 
that rule, and it applied to cases where one mem- 
ber called another to order for disorderly or person- 
al remarks, and not to the Speaxer, when he called 
a member to order for irrelevant remarks, for the 
rule says the Speaker shall call members to order, 
and makes it imperatively his duty. 


Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of the rule 
by which the Speaker called him to order, and re- 
fused to reduce the objectionable remarks to writ- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER read the rule requiring thata 
member “shall confine himself to the question un- 
der debate,” and said he had called the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to order for irrelevancy in de- 
bate. Ashe was about to put the question on the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. ADAMS again insisted upon having the 
words reduced to writing. 

Cries of “order!” “order!” 

The SPEAKER directed Mr. Apams to take his 
seat. 

Mr. ADAMS continued to hold the floor, and 
persisted in demanding that the words should be 
reduced to writiag, and said he would then appeal, 
but he would not appeal from the decision in the 
form in which the Srzaxer had put it. 


The SPEAKER then put the question upon the 


— 


appeals and the decision of the Caair was sustain. 
yeas 115, nays 36, as follows: 
YEAS—M 


essrs. John W. A Andrews, Ather. 

erten, Aycrigg, Banks, Beatty, I, Boon, Brodhead see 
Cambrel John upbell, Casey, Chap. 

man, Cheatham, Clowney, C Crary, Crockeh. 
Cushman, Dav P 


land, Grant, Gray, Haley, Hamer, Harrison, Haw Ha: 

Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Wm. Ti. antes, — 
Tnomas B. Jac Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel 
John W. Jones, Keim. Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetter, 
Lewis, Logan, Loomis, Lyon, Mallory, Mattin, Maury, Max- 
well, ear Robert McClellan, Abraham McClellan, McClune 
Menefee, Miller. Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Samuel W’ 


Morris, Noble, Parker, Parris, Paynter, Pearce, Peny backer, ~ 


Petrikin, Phelps, Pickens, Piumer, Potter, Pratt, J. H. Prep. 
iss, Randolph, Reily, Rencher, Rives, Rumsey, Charles She. 
—= Shields, Sheplor, Snyder, Seuthgate, Stuart, Stratton, 

aliaferro, Taylor, Titus, Toucey, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer. 
John White, Thomas T. Whittlesey, Sherrod Willi Jared 
W. Williams, Word, Worthington, Yell, and Yorke—115, 

NAYS—-Messrs. Adams, Borden, Bri William B. Cal. 
_houn, Carter, Corwin, Cranston, Cushing, Darlington, Davies, 
Evans, Everett, coin, R.Fletcher, Fillmore, Goode, Grennell, 
Halsted, Hastings, I “ Lincoln, Samson n, KeKen- 
nan, Mitehell, Naylor, Ogle, Patterson, Peck, Potts, Reed, 
Ridgway, Robinson, Slade, Stanly, Tillinghast, and Elisha 
Whittlesey—36. 


So the decision of the Craik was sustained by 
the House, and Mr. Apams thus declared to be out 
of order. 

Mr. BOON then called for the orders of the day. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Kentucky, on whose mo- 
tion the resolution to fix the day of adjournment 
was postponed till Friday next, said that, at the 
request of a number of gentlemen, whom he was 
was willing to accommodate, he would move a re- 
consideration of that vote. From the proceedings 
on the Steamboat bill last night, even under the 
melancholy disasters that had recently occurred, it 
seemed they could get no vote on any subject; and, 
therefore, he thought the sooner the session was 
brought to a close the better. He then made the 
motion indicated, and asked its c« sideration at this 
time, to which no objection was made. 

Mr. CALHOUN of Massachusetts asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. CUSHING and Mr. TITUS severally 
made objections, but it was decided to be too late, 
though the Cnair suggested the entertaining of the 
objection; but objection was made to it, and, after 
some conversation, 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to lay the motion on the 
table; on which, at the call of Mr. WILLIAMS, 
the yeas and nays being ordered, they were—yeas 
64, nays 139. 

So the House refused to lay the subject on the 
table; and the question recurring on the motion to 
reconsider, it prevailed: yeas 142, nays 61. 

The question then recurring back on the original 
motion, to postpone till Friday— 

Mr. CUSHMAN moved to postpone it till Thurs- 
day next. 

The CHAIR ruled that the first motion took pre- 
cedence. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then withdrew the original 
motion; and remarked that believing the general 
sense of the House was in favor of the 9th of 
July, though he himself preferred an earlier day, 
and asthe resolution, as modified yesterday, pro- 
posed that day, he demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded without a division, and the 
main question being ordered thereon— 

Mr. DAVEE asked for the yeas and nays, 
which, being ordered, were—yeas 145, nays 69. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY asked leave to submit a resolation 
fixing a day for the consideration of the army bill; 
but it was objected to. 

Mr. HARLAN also make an appeal to the 
House to devote a short time to the steamboat biil; 
but that was also objected to. 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
again went into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. CONNOR in the Chair, on 
the above bill. 

Mr. KENNEDY continued his remarks in op- 
position to the bill until the House, according to 
order, took its daily recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House met pursuant to the order, and went 
into Committee of the Whole, at half past three 
o’clock, on the 
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INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

Mr. KENNEDY was entitled to the floor. 

After waiting some time, and there being but a 
few members in their seats, ; 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved that the committee rise, 
which motion was decided in the negative without 
a division. : ois 

Some time longer was spent in waiting, when 

Mr. WILLIAMS of North Carolina moved that 
the committee ris:; which motion was carried in 
the negative—ayes 14, noes 15. 

There being no quorum, the committee rose, 
and reported that fact to the House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the committee had 
been similarly situated for several days past imme- 
diately after the recess. If the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. Kennepy] was not prepared to go 
on, there were others who were desirous of address- 
ing the committee, who would probably take the 
(loor, and prevent the loss of time. 

Mr. CONNOR said he had observed the practice 
to be for the Speaker to wait a short time till the 
members could come in; and, therefore, he had not 
called the committee to order. 

Mr. CALHOUN of Massachusetts said he had 
yesterday, under similar circumstances, moved that 
the committee rise, with a view to move a call of 
the House. If the time was to be wasted, and the 
recess was to be extended to two hours, instead of 
an hour and a half, it would be impossible to de- 
spatch the public business; and he thought itt he 
duty of those present to order a call of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS said that it was well understood 
that members would not remain in their seats at 
this warm season of the year to listen to long set 
devates. The speeches would be made, and would 
go forth to the conntry to produce their effect upon 
the minds of the people; and he suggested that, 
when in Committee of the Whole, there should be 
no recess, but that members might go and come, as 
they saw fit, as none would be obliged to stay ex- 
cept such as took part in the debate; and that the 
committee should sit till nine o’clock at night, for 
the purpose of enabling gentlemen to participate in 
tie debate, which could then be conducted so as 
not to retard the public business. 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a call of the House, but 
at the suggestion of several others, he withdrew the 
motion. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Txomas] was to 
be considered as the rule of the House. He had 
no objection that members might go and come as 
they pleased; but to the proposition to sit till nine 
o’cluck this warm weather, he had serious objec- 
tions. 

On motion, the louse again went into commit- 
tee, and 

Mr. KENNEDY resumed his remarks in oppo- 
sition to the bill; and after he had concluded, 


Mr. TOUCEY obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise; which motion was nega- 
tived, without a division. 

Mr. T. then proceeded to address the committee, 
at length; but after some time he gave way to 


Mr. HOPKINS, who moved that the committee 
rise; which motion was carried in the negative. 

Mr. TOUCEY again continued his remarks for 
some time, when he gave way to 


Mr. ROBERTSON, who moved that thecommittee 
rise; and on taking the’ vote there were—ayes 24, 
noes 77. Tellers were then ordered on the call of 
Mr. Hartan, and the vote was—ayes 38, noes 99: 
-o the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. TOUCEY then continued and concluded his 
remarks. , 

Mr. THOMPSON obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee at some length. 

Mr. JENIFER then took the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise: lost. 

Mr. POTTER proceeded to address the commit- 
tee at Jength; and after some time, he gave way to 
_Mr. PARRIS, who moved that the committee 
rise; which motion was decided in the negative— 
ayes 64, noes 90. 

Mr. POTTER continued his remarks, but again 
gave way to 


Mr. DUNCAN, who moved that the committee 


rise; and the question being taken by tellers, was 
lost—ayes 63—noes 70. 

Mr. POTTER continued and concladed his re- 
marks; after which, 

Mr. RHETT moved that the committee rise; 
on was carried in the affirmative—ayes 85, noes 

So the committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. BRONSON moved an adjournment, but 
withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. THOMAS, who moved, by instruction from 
the select committee on the subject of so much of 
the memorial of F. P. Blair as related to the man- 
ner in which the public printing had been executed, 
that the committee have power to send for persons 
and papers. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. NAYLOR moved to adjourn, but withdrew 
at the request of 

Mr. THOMAS, who moved to suspend the rales 
to allow him to make that motion. 

Before any decision was had upon that motion, 

Mr. GARLAND of Louisiana moved an ad- 
journment, and called for the yeas and nays ujon 
that motion; which, being ordered, were—yeas 102, 
nays 72. 

So the House adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, June 25, 1838. 

Some conversation took place between Mr. 
Apams and the Cuair in reference to the entry on 
the journal of the point of order on Saturday, but 
no motion grew out of it. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. PETRIKIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the House had fixed the 9th proximo 
as the day of adjournment. 

The CHAIR stated that the motion would be 
enterdd, and lie over. 

Mr. HAYNES said he would move to lay the 
motion on the table, if it would be in order. 

The CHAIR replied that no metion for its dis- 
position would be in order, till it was taken up for 
consideration. 

Mr. HAYNES then moved to consider the mo- 
tion at this time; and, if objected to, he should 
move a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Kentucky propounded an 
inquiry to the Crate, that if the House should re- 
fuse to suspend the rules, whether the resolution 
passed on Saturday would not itself be suspended? 

The CHAIR replied that that resolution would, 
as a matter of course, be still pending. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ThenI move to lay the mo- 
tion on the table. 

The CHAIR, for the reason given above, ruled 
the motion out of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then expressed a hope that 
the House would suspend the rules, and then lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The CHAIR being about to propound the ques- 
tion on suspending the rules to the House. 

Mr. WILLIMS of North Carolina moved a call 
of the House, which was ordersd, and proceeded 
in till 189 members had answered to their names; 
when, on motion of Mr. Cusuman, it was dispensed 
with. 


The House suspended the rules—yeas 142, | 


nays 52. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Kentucky then moved the 
previous question on the motion to reconsider; 
which was seconded, and the main question order- 
ed without a division. 

Mr. CASEY then called for the yeas and nays 
on the main question; which, being ordered, were, 
yeas 64, nays 135. 

So the House refused to reconsider, and the re- 
solution was sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

Resolutions were then called for in the order of 
States. 


Mr. CUSHMAN presented the following, which 
was rejected: 

Resolved, That the House bill No. 472, to define 
the number, compensation, and duties of officers of 
the customs, and House bill No. 712, making ap- 
propriations for building light houses, light-boats, 
beacon-lights, buoys, and making surveys for 1838, 


| 














| quantity unsurveyed; 


be made the special order of the day for Thursday, 
the 28th day of June, instant. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the following: 

Resolved, That the President of the United Siates 
be requested to cause to be transmitied to this 
House the newspaper presented to the Secretary 
of Staie of the United States by the late Envoy Ex- 
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the Re- 
public of Texas, with his note of the 12th of Sep- 
tember, 1837, or a copy of the resolutions of 
the House of Representatives of the State 
of Mississippi, to which the said Minister in- 
vites the attention of the Secretary of State, and al- 
leged in the satd note of the Texan Ministe to be 
contained in the said newspaper. 

Mr. A. moved that it be considered at this time. 
Objection being made, he moved a supension of the 
rules; but the House refused—yeas 84, nays 103. 

Mr. ROBERTSON submitted the following, 
which were read: 

Resolved, That the President of ithe United States 
be requested to communicate to this House on the 
first day of the next session, all the information 
not heretofore communicated, now in possession of 
the Executive, or which may be procured before 
that time, touching undue attempts or practices, if 


| any, since the 29th May, 1330, to keep down the 


price of the public lands, or prevent purchases or 
entries thereof at public or private sale, by force, 
threats, or fraud, and the measures taken since the 
the date aforesaid {to prevent, defeat, or punish such 
fraudulent practices, and illegal entries upon public 
lands. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
prepare, and lay before this House on the first day 
of the next session, a statement of all grants and 
donations of public lands, or of the proceeds of sale 
thereof to the States, by the United States, distin- 
guishing the amount made to each, and the pur- 
poses and considerations what made; and accom- 
panying the said statement with an estimate of the 
amount to which each State would be entitled of 
similar grants and donations, according to the pro- 
portion specified in the several deeds of cession 
from the several States to the United States. 

Secondly. A statement of the whole quantity of 
public land now surveyed, and an estimate of the 
distinguishing each, and 
where situated; and accompanying the same with 
separate plans for dividing the said lands, and the 


| proceeds of sales thereof among the Siates, in the pro- 


portions aforesaid, on such conditions as to the time 
and manner of division end sale, graduation, re- 
duction of price, and reservation of title in the 
United States, and final disposition as may be best 
calculated to effect the objects of this resolution, in 
conformity with the original compacts entered into 
between the several States and the United States 
relating to the said lands. 

Thirdly. A plan for reorganizing the land sys- 
tem, on such principles as will best secure the pub- 
lic against loss from illegal entries, frauds, &c. 
pointing out the defects or advantages of the pre- 
sent system, more particularly in reference to pre- 
emption, and sales at public auction; and, in gene- 
ral, suggesting such alterations as experience may 
have shown to be necessary. 

Mr. R. moved their consideration at this time; 
and, objection being mace, he moved a suspension 
of the rules and asked for the yeas and nays; which, 
being ordered, were—yeas 104, nays 70. Not be- 
ing two-thirds, the rules were not suspended, 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUNfot Massachusetts, 
the resolutions were ordered to be printed. 

F. P. BLAIR’S MEMORIAL. 

Mr. McKAY submitted the following: 

Resolved, That the select committee on the sub- 
ject of so much of the memorialof F. P. Blair as 
related to the manner in which the public printing 
had been executed, have power to send for persons 
and papers. 

Mr. HARLAN objected to its adoption. 

Mr. McK AY stated that it was submitied under 
the direction of the committee, who could not per- 
form the duty assigned them without the power 
proposed being given to them. 

Mr. DUNCAN and Mr. RIVES simultaneously 
moved a suspension of the rule, aud those gentle- 
men and Mr. GLASCOCK called for the yeas and 
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nays; which, being ordered—were yeas 121, nays 
51, as follows: 

YEA<— Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Atherion, Banks, Buauy, Beirne, Bicknell y j 

uchanen, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carier, Casey, Chaney, 

harman, Connor, Crary, Crockeu, Cushing, Cushman, Daw. 
son, Davee, De Graff, Dremgoole, Duncan, Edwards, Farring 
ton, Fairfield, Rich’d Fletcher, Fillusore, Foster, Gallup, James 
Garland, Giascock, Goode, Jamnes Graham, Grantiand, Graves, 
Gray, Griffin, Haley, Maleted, Hamer, Harrison, Hastings, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Henry, Hoffman, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Ingham, Thomas B, Jackson, Henry Johoson, Joseph 
Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, 
Ivadbetter, Logan, Lyon, Jarnes M, Mason, Martin, McKay. 
Abraham MecCle!lan, McClure, McKennan, Miller, Samuel W. 
Morris, Notle, Noyes, Ogle, Owens, P ilmer, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Phel Phillips, Plumer, 
Pope, Potts, J. Hf. Prentiss, Reily, Rencher, Rives, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Bheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sheplor, 
Bibiey, Snyder, Spencer, Sone, Taltaierro, Taylor, Thomas, 
Tius, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Underwood, Vail, Van- 
derveer, Wagener, Weeks, Elisha Whittlesey, Thomas T. 
Whittlesey, Sierrod Williama, Jared W. Williams, Joseph L. 
Wiiltams, and Worthington—121 

NAYS—Menera. Alexander, John W. Allen, Aycrigg, Biddle, 
Borden, William B. Calhonn, John Calhoon, Wittiam B 
Campbell, Joha Campbell, Chambers, Cheatham, Clark, Coles, 
Cranston, Darlington, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Dunn, Ewing, 
Win, Graham, Hall, Harlan, Hawes, Jenifer, Lincoln, Marvin, 


Samson Mason, Maury, Maxwell, Menefee, Miiligan, Mitchell, | 


Paterson, Peck, Sergeant 8. Prentiss, Rariden, Randolph, 
Ridgway, Ru:nsey, Southgate, Stauly, Stuart, Stratton, Thomp- 
won, Albert 8. White, John White, C. H. Williams, Word, 
and Yorke—51 


So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE stated that he cou'd not 
vole for the resolution, unless it was so modified 
that the witnesses be named, and subpoenas asked. 
He was opposed to the assumption of power by 
select committees in administering oaths, without 
special authority by the House, that is, if the 
Honse had the power to delegate such power. 

Mr. HARLAN moved, asa substitute, to dis- 
charge the Select Committee from the whole sub- 
ject, on the ground that there was not time to go 
into so extended an inquiry as was proposed, from 
the establishment of the “Globe” to the present 
time. The memorialist should have come there at 
the commencement of the session. 

Mr. THOMAS gave the history of Mr. Hopr- 
KINS’s resolution, to which this was a substitute, 
stating that the Editor of the Globe had not sent in 
his memorial while that resolution was under dis- 


. cussion, but, finding that it was not likely to be 


reached again, from the awkward manner business 
was transacted, then he petitioned to have his ac- 
counts, and the correctness of his charges for work, 
inquired into. Mr. T. did nat anticipate any great 
amount of labor devolving upon the committee, 
for all they proposed doing was to call for complete 
returns of the accounts, and examine a few practi- 
cal printers of the District, in reference to their 
correctness. 

Mr. BOON expressed his astonishment at the 
odjection to investigation coming from the quarter 
it did; a quarter that had been heretofore so loud 
and general in favor of raising committees of in- 
quiry, even where the charges were indefinite. 
Now here was acase where the charges were dis- 
tinct, and the individual named, and yet it is op- 
posed from that quarter. As for the objection that 
the inquiry would interfere with the basiness, it 
was too ridiculous to be crammed down, for the 
House could go on as it had before done. Such an 
argument was a mere scarecrow, of no possible va- 
lidity. It was urged that it was too late in the ses- 


sion for the committee to terminate their labors; if | 
that should be the case, that subject would fare no | 


worse than all the other untinished business of the 
session. Mr. B. hoped, when the question was 
taken, it would be taken by yeas and nays, so that 
the American people might see how far gentlemen 


proved consistent to their former course upon the | 
subject of raising committees of inquiry into sup- | 


posed or charged corruptions. 


Mr. BYNUM said like the honorable member | 


from Indiana [Mr.Buon] he had not been a litte as- 
tonished at the proposition made by the gentleman 


from Kentucky, [Mr. Hartan,] to discharge the | 


committee raised by the House upon this subject 
from its further consideration. 


of corruption in the different departments of the 
Government, he thought such a motion, at such a 
time, came with a most awkward appearance, and 
n a most questionable shape. J 

It was more than singular, that gentlemen should” 


Afier the extraor- | 
dinary and frequent alarms that had been made | 


stand here continually, and make charges, and cry — 
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corruption, corruption, and when a serious propo- 
sition was made in a specific shape to investigate 
them, with dates and responsible names attached 
that they were the very first to oppose them, and 
even to throw every obstacle in the way ef inves- 
tigation that they possibly could. It was a fact that 
the American people should know, to convince 
them of the true nature of the theysand charges 
of corruption against the Administration, and to 
prove that they had been almo.t invariably made, 
with no other view than for political effect, and 
to delude and excite the public mind. 

He did not see how such conduct could be ex- 
culpated before the eyes of a just and intelligent 
people. Sir, here is a serious charge of corruption 
made against an individual, involving the guilt ofa 
proportion of the members of this House. The in- 
dividual has come forward and asked an investiga- 
tion into the charges; and after a wonderful flourish 


| of trumpetson the part of the pre-ecutors, they have 


now come forward to discharge the committee, and 
quash their prosecution, after they have circula- 


ted their allegations on the four winds of 
the heavens, on the flimsy pretext of there 
not now having time to notice such stuff, 


and that it is to turn outa mere whitewashing com- 
mittee, to whitewash the character of Francis P. 
Blair. This the gentlemen should have thought of 
before making their charges of corruption agaiust 
this individual, and that portion of the House whese 
guilt is involved in these charges. It is, then, due, 
sir, to a portion of this House «that this investiga- 
tion should be prosecuted to itsend, Of the indivi- 
dual whose character there has been an altempt to 
blast by this charge, he knew but little—but what 
has taken place with him, as the editor of a public 
journal; and he took this occasion to say, fearlessly, 
although he had been frequently assailed and de- 
nounced with the bitterest epithets upon this floor 
and elsewhere, that there was not a man at the head 
of so important a press that had ever better sustained 
its character for trath and unflinching integrity, as 
far as had come within his knowledge, than had the 
editor of the Globe. He had often listened with 
the deepest solicitude and interest to the bold 
and daring charges that had been made against 
him of foul corraption and profligacy, and had of- 
ten been led to believe, from the apparent confi- 
dence with which they were made, that there might 
have been some truth contained in them; but up to 
this day, he boldly asserted, he had not been able to 
see the first scintilla of evidence to establish the 
truth of the first charge that had been brought 
against him of cerraption or improper practices, 
nor that impeached, in the least degree, his charac- 
ter for veracity. He had often wished for such a 
committee as had been raised, for the purpose of 
investigation of many of the charges that had so 
frequently been mode here in relation to the acts of 
presses connected with the Government, and sin- 
cerely hoped that the present would be carried on 
in good faith, that the public might see the merits 
of some of those charges. 


He feared, however, from the writhing and 
twisting in a certain quarter, that corruptions, if 
any, were about to be placed on other shoulders 
than those of the Editor of the Globe. He feared 
that much, from the sudden changes that had taken 
place in relation to this subject in a certain quarter, 
might result to the implication of others than were 
at first expected. He had heard much of certain 
bargains and corruption about the public printing 
of this Congress, which, if true, was black and 
damning, and should be exposed to public view. He 
hoped that the concealment of these facts had not 
wronght this sudden change in gentlemen in relation 
to the subject of investigation of charges of corrup- 
tion, which they have been so fruitfulin making. Let 
those gentlemen now come up, and back their 
judgment, and test the sincerity of their charges. 
Let us see now who will shrink from carrying out 
their professions of anxiety to expose corruption. 
They are here challenged to carry on their prose- 
cution by the party arraigned, and will they dare to 
shrink back from it? I hope not. They cannot do 
it without reflecting much on the many charges 
that they are in tbe habit daily of making, and cir- 
culating from this place of venality and corruption. 

There is much about the public presses, acting 


ee ee eee 


under the influence of certain institutions, that ihe 
people ought, and should know, and there had 
been no occasion more favorable, that had coine 
withia his observation, than the present to carry oy 
such an investigation. : 

The charge of the circulation of documents and 
speeches by the officers of the Government and 
members of Congress, at the expense of the pubiic 
Treasury, is a most serious one, and ought to be 
met and investigated. The people required it, the 
interest of the whole country demanded the inyes- 
tigation of such a charge when definitely mace, 
and by a responsible person. If true, it was a 
species of corruption that should not be borne nor 
tolerated for a moment by any party. Hence, 
again, the great necessity of probing to the bottom 
this matter; and if the charges are foul and un- 
founded, the public should know it, particularly in 
relation to the tranking privilege; how farit has been 
abused, an’ by whom. There were other means, as 
he had understood, of getting documents gratuitously 
Surnished to members; that he should also be 
glad to have inguired into, but of which he knew no- 
thing of his own knowledge. It was but sheer jus- 
tice to the public that the whole truth in re!ation to 
these matters should go forth to the people, that 
they might see the character of the engines at work 
to fabricate public opinion, an! from what source 
at Jast came the meaus by which this whole ma- 
chinery was put and kept in operation. 

The gentleman from Kentucky had movel to 
discharge the ‘committee and suppress all furthe: 
investigation. This, too, was most singular, cen- 
sidering that the honorable member did not belong 
to the committee, and could know but litile of their 
ability or means to investigate this subject, during 
this session, norhad he cared even to inquire. Such 
a proposition, he thought, would mach more appro- 
priately have come from one of the members of the 
committee, who, it might be presumed, knew some- 
thing of the opportunities of carrying on the in- 
vestigation. 

He hoped the member would think better of his 
course, and withdraw his extraordinary proposition 
to discharge the committee, and that the resolution 
to prosecute the investigation would prevail, an! 
leave given them to send for persons and papers, if 
deemed important or necessary to the development 
of the truth in relation to the subject. He should 
certainly vote for the fullest and freest investiga- 
gation into this matter, and hoped the House would 
sustain the proposition, and resist every attempt to 
thwart, by indirection, the examination into the 
facts. 

Mr. HARLAN withdrew his motion to dis- 
charge the committee, and moved the following: 

“And that the said committee be instructed farth- 
er to inquire and report to this House how and to 
whom the patronage of the Government has been 
paid for printing and for the pnblication of the laws 
of the United States; what editors of newspapers 
have been deprived of the publication of the laws, 
and the reasons therefor, and the corresponience 
relating to that subject; and to inquire into al! 
abuses, if any, which have arisen under the existing 
laws and regulations upon the subject of the public 
printing and the publication of the laws; and, to this 
end, that the committee have leave to sit during the 
recess of Congress.” 


Mr. STANLY moved the following amead:nest 
to the amendment, which Mr. Hartan accepted as 
a further modification of his amend:ent: 

“And that said committee be further instracted ‘o 
inquire by what authority a Jarce number of ex'ra 
Globes were folded with the Messages which were 
ordered by members in the early part of the se-sion, 
without their knowledge and consent, and tius 
transmitted at the public expense; and that they 
also inquire under what arrangement the ed tor of 
the Globe had the exclusive printing of said Mes- 
sage, and was thus enabled to praciisesuth device.” 

Mr. DUNCAN made an earnest appeal to the 
House, as an act of justice to the memorialist, wao 
had been charged there and elsewhere, to adopt the 
original. resviution, especially as, without i!, the 
committee could not perform the daty assigned 
them. He hoped, after all these grave charges ha‘! 
been made, that there was no intention of shrini- 
ing from theie investigation, by loading it with 
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propositions that had no possible connection with 
them. If this gentleman, Mr. Blair, had been in- 


jured, tet him be redressed; if he, or any of the 


Heads of the Departments, or any of the officers of 
ihe Government, of members of that House, had 
been guilty of imp: opriety, let them be all exposed. 
To test tie sense of the House, he moved the pre- 
vious question, 


Mr. MITCHELL moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. a: 

* Mr. BOON called for the yeas and nays, which, 
being ordered, were—yeas 47, nays 129, as 
follows: 

YEAs—Mesers. Alexander, John W. Allen, Aycrigg, Bell, 
Borden, J. Calhoon, Wm. B. Campbell, Carter, Clark, Corwin, 
Cranston, Davies, Dennis, Dunn, Ewing, Halstead, Harlan, 
Ii.:wes, Herod, Jenifer, Lineoln, Mailory, James M. Mason, 
Maury, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Ogle, Pat. 
tersuu, Pope, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Randeiph, Ridgway, ,Rus- 
sell, Sergeant, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sibley, Southgate, 
S:ratton, Albert S. White, John White, Christopher H. Wil- 
jiams, Wise, and Word—47, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Andrews, Atheiton, 
Janks, Beatty, Beirne, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Boon, 
Bouldin, Briggs, Brodhead, Buchanan, Bynum, Wiiliam B. 
Calhoun, Caimbreleng, John Campbell, Casey, Chaney, Chap- 
man, Chea ham, Coles, Connor, Crary, Crockett, Cushing, 
Cusamean, Dawson, Davee, Deberry, DeGraff, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Eiwards. Eimore, Farrington, Fairfield, R. Fletcher, 
tsauc Fletcher, Fillmore, Foster, Fry. Gallup, James Garland, 
Glascock, Goode, James Grahain, Grantland, Graves, Gray, 
Griflia, Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hoff- 
ni, Holt, Howard, Hubley, William H. Hunter, Thomas B. 
Jiekson, Henry Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Kennedy, Kilgore, Logan, 
Lyon, Samson Meson, Martin, McKay, Robert McClellan, 
Abrahain MeClellan, McKennan, Mercer, Miller, Morgan, 
Samuel W. Morris, Noble, Noyes, Owens, Parmenter, Parris, 
Paynter, Pearce, Peinybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Phillips, 
P umer, Pouer, John H, Prentiss, Rariden, Reily, Rencher, 
Richardson, Rives, John Robertson, Edward Robinson, Saw. 
yer, Sheffer, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sheplor. Snyder, Spen- 
cer, Stanly, Stone, Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Turney, 
Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, Wasener, Weeks, Lewis Wil 
hams, Sherrod Williams, Jared W. Wiiliams, Joseph L, Wil- 
liams, Worthington, and Yell—129. 

The House then seconded the previous question, 
84 to 81, and on ordering the main question. 

Mr. BRIGGS called for the yeas and nays, 
which were granted, and were—yeas 93, nays 92, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. J. W. Allen, Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, 
Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, 
Brodhead, Brovson, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Coles, Connor, Crary, Cushman, Davee, 
DeGrati. Dromgoole, Dancan, Etwards, Farrington, Fairfield, 
Isvac «Fietcher, Fester, Fy, Gallup, Glascock, Grantland, 
Geiy, Haley, Hammond, Hamer, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, 
Howard, Hubley, William 1. Hunter, Themas B Jackson, 
Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, Logan, 
Lyon, James M. Mason, Martin, McKay, Robert McClellan, 
Abraham McClellan, McClure, Miller, Morgan, Samuel W 
Mortis, Noble, Owens, Palmer, Parmenter, Parris. Paynter, Pen- 
nybacker Phe!ps, Plumer, Potter, J. H. Prentiss, Reily, Ricbard- 
son, Rives, Sheffer, Sueplor, Snyder, Spencer, Taylor, Thomas, 
Tus, Toucey, Turney, Vail, Vanderveer, Wagener, Webster, 
Weeks. Jarea W. Willams, Worthington and Yell,—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allen, Aycrigg, 
Bell, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. Calhoun, 
John Calhoon, William B Campbell Carter, Chambers, 
Cheatham, Cranston, Crockett, Cushing, Dawson, Davies, 
Deberry, Denis Duna, Everett, Ewing, Fillmore, Rice 
Garlaud, Goode, James Graham, William Graham, Graves, 
Hell, Halsted, Warian, Harper, Hawes, Herod, Hopkins, 
Robert M. T. Hunter, Jenifer, Menry Johnson, os 
Ioncoln, Marvin, Samson Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, 
McKennan, Menefee, Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Calvary 
Morris, Naylor. Noyes, Ogle, Patterson, Pearce, Peck, Phil- 

lips, Pope, Potts, Sergeant S. Prentiss, Rariden, Randolph, 

Reed, Rencher, Ridgway, Edward Robinson, Rumsey, Rus- 
sell, Sawyer, Sergeam, Augustine HH. Shepperd, Chartes 
Shepard, Shields, Sibley, Southgate, Stanly, Stone, Stratton, 
Toland, Underwood, Albert S. White, John White, Lewis 

Williams, Sherrod Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher 
it Williams, Word and Yorke—w2. 

The original resolution was ther agreed to with- 
out a division, 

Mr. BRIGGS moved, at the sugges'ion of Mr. 
CamprE.eEna, that after the recess, the House go in- 
te Committee of the Whole on the Independent 
Treasury bill, which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, 

_ Resolved, That the Comnaittee on Commerce be 

instracted to inquire into the necessity of amend- 

ing the laws to prevent frauds on the revenue in 
the eniry of goods at the custom-houses. 

Gn motion of Mr. BRIGGS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be in- 
Stracied to inquire into the expediency of altering 
‘he law in relation to appeals from the decisions of 
the Commissioner on Patents. 

Mr. INGHAM offered the following resolution, 
which was read, and disagreed to: 

Resolved, Vhat Friday next, from and after the 
hour of ten o’clock in the morning be, assigned for 

the consideration, in preference to any other busi- 


ness, of such bills as have been, or may be, repor' 
ed by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


tion, which was read, and disagreed to: 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting a township of land to each of the two col- 
leges in the State of New Jersey. 


nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
causing a survey to be made of the river Potomac, 
from the Navy Yard, on the Eastern branch, in the 


partment of War, of the James river, in Virginia, 
with a view to the improvement of the navigation 
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Mr. RANDOLPH offered the following resolu- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 


District of Columbia, to the mouth of said river, 
with a view to the removal of the obstructions in 
the navigation thereof by vessels of great draft; and 
that the survey made under the direction of the De- 


thereof, be committed to the said committee, with 
an instruction to inquire into the expediency of 
makirg an appropriation therefor. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, 

Resolved, That the claim of Joseph Young for 
property lost in the late war, be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of North Ca- 
rolina, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to lay before this House the correspondence be- 
tween that Department and Major General Win- 
field Scott, in relation to the removal! of the Choro- 
kee Indians west of the Mississippi, which has not 
already been communicated. 

On motion of Mr. RENCHER, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to lay before this House a_ statement 
showing the amount of expenditures, exclusive of 
the public debt, for each year from 1824 to 1838. 

On motion of Mr. DEBERRY, 

Resolved, That five thousand additional eopies of 
the report and documents of the Committee on 
Agriculture, on the cultivation of the mulberry and 
the sugar beet, be printed for the use of the House. 


Mr. LEGARE offered the following joint resolu- 
tion, which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a joint committee of five be ap- 
pointed, to take into consideration, aad report at 
the next session of Congress, t pon the expediency 
of so taking the next census, as to enable and re- 
quire the commissioners to be appointed for that 
purpose to make as comp'ete collection as possible 
of statistical details in relation to the agriculture, 
commerce, and manufactures of the country, and 
of all its other resources and productive powers. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, 

Resolved, ‘That the Commitiee on Indian Affairs 
inquire inio the expediency of providing, by law, 
the compensation to be allowed to all persons 
engaged as commissioners for making Indian trea- 
ties, as agents for superintending the removal of 
Indians, and for all other services performed, under 
the directions ofthe Secretary of War, in the In- 
dian Bureau, not already provided for by law. 


On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Reselved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform this House what kind of funds 
were furnished pension agents in the State of Ar 
kansas, with which to pay the claims of pension- 
ers, distinguishing between the amounts furnished 
in specie and bank notes; and where bank notes 
were furnished, stating the different banks, as far 
as practicable, which issued the notes so furnished, 
and the amounts on each bank. 


Mr. MENIFEE offered the following resolution, 
which was read: 

Reso!ved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
sembled, That in compliance with the joint resolu- 
tions of the Legis!ature of Kentucky of February 
16th, 1838, the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, directed to cause proper exami- 
nations to be made, by compctent officers, of the 
town of Greenupsburg, and of the most important 
locks and damsnow being erected on the Kentucky, 
Licking, and Green, rivers, with a view to the 
selection of a site for the contemplated National 
Foundry on the Western waters; the location of 
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which is hereby postponed until said exa’rinations 
shall have been made. 


Mr. PETRIKIN moved to amend the resolation 
by adding at the end the following: 

**Also, to examine the waters of the Susquehan- 
nah river for the like purpose. 

Mr. MENIFEE asked the gentlemen from Penn- 
sylvania to make his metion wore definite, and 
confine the survey to some particular port on that 
river. 

Mr. PETIKIN said it was his purpose to have a 
general survey of thatriver, and he could not con- 
sent to modify his amendment to meet the wishes 
of the gentleman. ‘ 

The House then took its usual recess till half 
past 3 o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION. 

The House convened at half-past three o’clock, 
and went into Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
Connor in the chair, on the 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

The question pending being on the motion of 
Mr. Garuanp of Virginia, to strike out the enact- 
ing clause, 

Mr. RHETT, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee at length insupport of the 
bill. 

The question was then taken, and the vote was, 
ayes 92, noes 86. 

On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee then rose and reported the bill, striking out 
the enacting clanse. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Kentucky they rose, and 
said he thought this bill had been discussed long 
enough, and in order, therefore, to bring the House 
to a vote, whether this bill should be rejected or 
not, he demanded the previous question. 

Mr. WISE moved a call of the House, which 
was ordered, and proceeded in. 

The following gentlemen were excused on ac- 
count of ill health: 

Mr. BRUYN, on motion of Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. COFFIN, on motion of Mr. E. WHIT- 
TLESEY. 

Mr. CURTIS, on motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 

Mr. LOOMIS, on motion of Mr. BIRDSALL. 

Mr. MURRAY, on motion of Mr. SOUTH- 
GATE. 

The House refused to excuse Mr. JACKSON of 
Georgia, Mr. GRANTLAND having made an 
ineffectual motion to that effret. 

The Cirrk was then directed to make out a list 
of the abseniees, and furnish to the officers, in 
order to notify the absent members at their lodgings. 
Several gentiemen suggested that those members in 
attendance in the galleries and lobbies be permitied 
to enter; but others others objecting, the Cuair said 
it could only be done by unanimous consent. Pend- 
ing this stage, however, the officers let all in who 
were at the doors on their own responsibility, whose 
names were afterwards disclosed, and among them 
were some of those who had been excused. 

The only members then absent were the follow- 
ing: Messrs. BRUYN, CARTER, JACKSON of 
Georgia, MORGAN, OGLE, and MURRAY. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS of Kentucky moved to dis- 
pense further with the call. 

Mr. CONNOR asked for the yeas and nays; 
which heing ordered, 

Mr. WILLIAMS withdrew his motion; and 

Mr. CHILDS renewed it, as did 

Mr. CONNOR the call for the yeas and nays; 
which were again ordered. 

At this stage, Mr. MURRAY and Mr. MOR- 
GAN came into the hall, leaving then but four 
absentees. 

The House dispensed with the ca!l—yeas 117, 
nays 104. 

At this stage Mr. CARTER and Mr. OGLE 
appeared, the only absentees being Mr. BRUYN 
and Mr. JABEZ, JACKSON. 

The question then recurred upon the demand for 
the previons question, when : 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Svuth Carolina appealed to 
the mover to withdraw it, and permit the question 
to be taken on the distinct propositions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS declined. 

The previous question was then seconded by 





more than a majority of the whole House, viz: 
ayes 127. 

Mr. CUSHMAN then asked for the yeas and 
nays on ordering the main question, but subse- 
quently withdrew the request, and 

Mr. BRONSON renewed it; but they were not 
ordered, and the main question was ordered with- 
out a division, 

The main question, being on ordering the bill to 
a third reading, was then propounded, and thereon, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 111, 
nays 125, as follows: 

VEAS%~— Mesers. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, 
Reirne, Bicknell, Birdsall, Boon, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, 
Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, Chaney, Chapman, Cleve 
jand, Clowney, Coles, Connor, Craig, Crary, Cushman, Davee, 
DeGraff, Dromgoole, Duncan, Elmore, Farrington, Fairfield, 
Isaac Fletcher, fry, Gallup, Glascock, Grant, Gray, Griffin, 
Haley, Hammond, Hamer, Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hol- 
aey, fivlt, Howard, Hubley, William H. Hunter, Robert M. T. 
Hunter, Ingham, T. B. Jackson, J. Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, 
J. W. Jonea, Keim, Kemble, Klingensmith, Leadbetter, Lewis, 
Logan, Loomis, Martin, McKay, Kobert McClellan, Abraham 
NcClellan, McClure, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, 
Samuel W. Morris, Murray, Noble, Owens, Palmer, Parker, 
Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Phelps, 
Pickens, Plumer, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, Reily, Rhett, 
Richardson, Rives, Sawyer, Sheffer, Sheplor, Snyder, Spencer, 
Taylor, Thomas, Titus, Toucey, Towns, Turney, Vail, Wa- 
goner, Webster, Weeks, Thomas T. Whittesey, Jared W. Wil- 
lianas, Worthington, and Yell—ttl 

NAYS—Mevwrs. Adama, Alexander, Heman Allen, John W. 
Allen, Aycrigg, Boll, Biddle, Bond, Borden, Briggs, William B. 
Calhoun, Joho Cathoon, William B. Campbell, John Cam)- 
hell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Clark, 
Coffin, Corwin, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Darling: 
ton, Dawson, Davies, Deberry, Dennis, Dunn, Edwards, Evane, 
Everett, Ewing, Richard Fletcher, Fillmore, 
Garland, Rice Garland, Goode, James Graham, William Gra 


ham, Grantland, Graves, Grennell, Hall, Halstead, Harlan, | 
Harper, Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Herod, Hoffman, Hopkins, | 
Johnson, Kennedy, Kilgore, | 


Jenifer, Menry Johnson, W. © 
Legare, Lincoln, Lyon, Mallory, Marvin, James M. Mason, 
Samson Mason, Maury, May, Maxwell, McKennan, Menefee, 
Mercer, Milligan, Mitchell, Mathias Morris, Calvary Moiris, 
Naylor, Noves, Ogle, Patierson, Pearce, Peck, Phillips, Pope, 
Potts, SS. Prentiss, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Rencher, Ride- 
way, Robertaon, Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Sergeant, Augus- 


tine H. Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sibley, Slade, | 


Southzate, Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Stratton, Taliaferro, Thomp- 
son, Tillinghast, Toland, Underwood, Vanderveer, Albert 8. 
White, JToha White, Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Ster- 
rod Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Christopher H. Williams, 
Wise, Word, and Yorke —125. 

So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. FOSTER of New York, who had voted with 


the majority, gave notice of a motion to reconsider; 


and then, on motion, at a quarter before 8 o’cl®clr, 


The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Monpay, June 25, 1838. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from | 


he Secretary of War, transmitting a report from 
he Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in compliance 


with the resolution of the 13th instant, relative to | 


an exchange of certain lands with the Pottawatamie 
Indians. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting, in compli- 
anee with a resolution of the Senate, a detailed 
statement of the accounts of such of the collectors 


and receivers of public moneys and disbursing | 


agents who have been reported as defaulters: laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKEAN presented three memorials from 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania—one against the 
late Cherekee treaty, and one against the admission 
of Texas into the Union; which were laid on the 
table: and one praying for the immediate abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, the question 
of receiving which was laid on the table. 


Mr. HUBBARD, on leave, introduced a bill for | 


the relief of Joseph K. Avery; which was read 


twice and referred to the Committee on the Judi- | 


cary. 

Bir. BUCHANAN presented" six memorials 
from sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, similar to 
several others lately presented by him, asking for 
the passage of the Independent Treasury bill, and 
opposed to the establishment of a National Bank: 
laid en the table. 

Mr. MORRIS presented certain additional docu- 
ments in support of the claim of Catharine White; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRIS also presented a memorial from 


Foster, James | 


| 
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sundry citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against the 
Cherokee treaty; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which had been referred the petition of William 
Fry, reported a bill to allow him to import, free of 
duty, an iron steamboat, suited to the navigation 
of rivers; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. NICHOLAS, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the resolution 
of the Senate directing them to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of allowing vessels to store their cargoes, 
which had been ordered off by the blockading 
squadron when bound to ports in Mexico, reported 
a bill to that effect; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. BAYARD, trom the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the 
bill from the House making temporary provision 
for the comfort and support of the lunatics of the 
said District, reported the same with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported, without amendment, several bills that 
had been referred to that committee. 

A message was received from the House of Re- 
presentatives, by Mr. Frankuin, their Clerk, with 
a joint resolution fixing the day of adjournment of 
the present session of Cengress being the 9th of 
July next; and 

On notion of Mr. CLAY of Kentucky, it was 
postponed to, and made the order of the day for to- 
morrow. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, 

Resolved, That the Committee en Finance be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing 
equitable commissions to the agents or attorneys of 
persons to whom allowances have been made un- 
der treaties of indemnity with foreign nations, 
when, in consequence of an indebtedness to the 
United States on the part of the claimant, the mo- 
ney has been retained by the Government, and the 
agent, as attorney of the claimant, has not been 
paid for his services in prosecuting the claim be- 
fore the commission. 

Mr. CLAY rose for the purpose of calling the 
attention the Senate to a resolution offered by Mr. 
Hussarp and agreed to by the Senate some days 
ago, requiring that the original papers on private 
claims should not be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, but allowing copies of them to be pro- 
cured by the claimants on paying such eompensa- 
tion as is allowed for similar services in the State 
Department of the Government. Mr. C. argued 
that the portion of the resolution authorizing pay 
for copies of the papers was unconstitutional, inas- 
much as it wasin the nature of a tax, which the 
Senate had not the constitutional power to origi- 
nate, and much less to lay, without the concur- 
rence of the other House. Mr. C. therefore moved 
to rescind that portion of the resolution, including 
also that part which allowed copies to be obtained 
by the claimants. 


Mr. HUBBARD had not examined with critical 
precision the constitutionality of the maiter. All 
the object he had in view was the furtherance of 
justice to individuals, and the security of the United 
States. The experience which every Senator had 
in relation to the claims made by individuals must 
convince the Senate of the propriety of adopting 
some such measure. He had no great objection, 
if the Senate saw fit, to have copies of the papers 
given to the individuals at the expense of the 
United States. 


Mr. DAVIS thought he saw great propriety in 
retaining the original papers on the files of the 
Senate. It was due, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire had very justly observed, for the security 
of the Government. He did not view it in the 
same light as the Senator from Kentucky, asa 
tax, but as a mere office regulation. He was 
persuaded, from what little experience he had, that 
the Government had already been subjected to 
losses, by the habit which claimants had got into 

f withdrawing their papers. 

Mr. CLAY still denied the power of the Senate 
to enforce such a rule without it was done by the 
concurrent legislation of both hcuses. He there- 


fore hoped the rule would be rescinded, at leas; 
so far as related to the charge imposed. 

Mr. KING said great injury would be likely io 
result to the Government from the withdrawing of 
the papers of individual claimants. There were 
cases on which all the testimony of which reports 
were founded, were no longer to be found on the 
files of the office. The papers were withdrawn, 
and the cases gradually improved, (for ten or fir- 
teen years, in some instances,) until all the origi- 
nal evidence was lostsightof. Mr. K. said he 
was glad to find the Senator from Kentucky hai 
suddenly become so strict a constructionist. He, 
(Mr. K.] however, did nut look on the subject in 
the light of a tax. The clause of the Constitation 
on which the Senator relied to sustain him, did not 
bear him out. Mr. K. expressed a wish that the 
section might be retained. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped the Senator from Kentucky 
would move to strike out the whole of the section, 
and if that Senator would not do so, he [Mr. S.} 
would. Mr. S. thought the reports, which were 
always in cases of any importance, were sufficient 
evidence at least for landmarks to guide them in 
their researches. If individuals chose to withdraw 
their papers, let them do so. 

Mr. HUBBARD said he would ask the yeas 
and nays on the question. He saw no in- 
jury likely to result, and was satisfied it would 
be attended with much good.- As to the report 
which had been referred to by the Senator from 
Alabama, there were some case where there Was 
no evidence to sustain the written reports. 

After some further remarks from Mr. NOR- 
VELL, BAYARD, and others, the question was 
taken on Mr. CLAY’S motion, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 20, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Clay of Kentucky, Cla-- 
ton, Crittenden, Knight, Merrick, Nicholas, Niles, 
Norvell, Robbins, Robiason, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith 
of Indiana, Southard, Spence, Strange, Tallmadge, 
Trotter, and Young—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Clay of 
Alabama, Davis, Hubbard, King, Linn, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, Morris, Mouton, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, 
Roane, Swift, Wall, Williams and Wright—19. 

Mr.SEVIER then made his motion to rescind the 
whole rule; on which motion the debate was further 
continued by Messrs. NORVELL, MORRIS, 
MERRICK, BAYARD, and others; when the ques- 
tion was taken by yeas and nays, and lost—yeas 
12, nays 26. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Clay of Kentucky, Crit- 
tenden, Merrick, Norvell, Robinson, Ruggles, Se- 
vier, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, and Young—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Clay of Alabama, Clayton, Davis, Fulton, Grun- 
dy, Hubbard, King, Knight, Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, 
Monton, Pierce, Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Rob- 
bins, Smith of Indiana, Spence, Wall, Webster, 
Williams, and Wright—26. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said there was a resolution 
from the other House, fixing the day of adjourn- 
ment, which he was anxious should: be at once 
acted on. 


Mr. WRIGHT said it was genera!ly understood 
that it was to be acted upon to-morrow, and wiih 
that understanding several Senators who were then 
in their seats were now absent. He thought, there- 
fore, it would be better to let it lie over until that 
period. 


Mr. BUCHANAN had no desire to tale advan- 
tage of the absence of Senators, but was desirous 
that the question might be promptly acted ou. 
Congress had now been in session, with an inter- 
val of six weeks, ever since September. He was 
opposed to perpetual parliaments; and as the House 
had taken the lead in fixing the day, he was for 
concur‘ing at once, as that would have a tendency 
to set Congress to work in good earnest; and until 
the time was fixed, our experience showed us that 
we would go on discussing subjects from day to 
day, without bringing them to any practical 
result. Wherever he went he was asked, 
“Why don’t you finish your business, and ad- 
journ.” He wouid agree, under the circumstan- 
ces, that the subject should lie over; but gave no- 
tice that he should call it up to-morrow, after the 
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ispensed with. 
mee RUGGLES, from the Committee on Pa- 
tents, to whom was referred the various petitions 
in relation to the passage of an international copy- 
right bill, made an uofavorable report; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG said he was not in his seat when 
the communication from the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury was read this morning; and as it was a docu- 
ment of great interest, he would move for the 
printing of 5,000 extra copies. 

Mr. MORRIS oppcsed the printing as unneces- 
saty. The usual number had been ordered, which 
he thought would be sufficient for all the uses of 
Congress; and he thought it time to check this ex- 

nditure of printing documents. 

Mr. YOUNG replied at length, urging the absolute 
necessity of the printing. It was not for Congress 
that this document was wanted; it was to do an act 
of justice to individuals who had been injured 
from the circumstance of being reported as public 
defaulters, when, in fact, they were not so. The 
document in question gave the reasons why persons 
had been so reported, and it was due to the indivi- 
duals that they should be justified in the public 
opinion. Mr. Y. instanced cases where, to his 
knowledge, persons had been represented as de- 
faulters to the Treasury long after the money had 
been paid, but from some informality, had not 
been credated on the books. 

Mr. LINN alluded to the last war, where there 
were many cases of a like nature; and he would be 
very glad to give his vote to print an extra number 
in order that all injurious impressions in relation 
to individuals might be removed. 

Mr. MORRIS contended that no man was a re- 
corded defaulter who was not so in fact, or from 
inattention and informality in the settlement of his 
accounts. Mr. M. said our public officers were 
not so corrupt, nor so inattentive to their public du- 
es, as to record any man a defanlter, when there 
was nothing to justify it. Ifthere were such, he, 
for one, would go for their removal. But-the fault 
was on the part of those whose business it was to 
render their accounts in proper form and in due 
time; and the thanks of the country were due to 
those faithful public servants who made these re- 
turns. 

Mr. YOUNG replied, still maintaining the ne- 
cessity of the document going forth to the world. 
If there were gentlemen who thought that five thou- 
sand was an extravagant number, he would so mo- 
dify his motion as to reduce it to two thousand 
extra. 

The question on this motion was taken, and the 
printing ordered—ayes 21, noes not counted. 

The bill for the benefit of the Alabama, Florida; 
and Georgia Railroad Company having been read 
a third time, and on the question, shall this bill 
pass? 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he should ask for 
the yeas and nays. He desired to be understood as 
having no objection to the passage of the bill. 
On the contrary, he meant to give it his vote, 
but as this bill was very liberal in its principles, 
he was desirous that the record of those sustaining 
it should be seen. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, were—yeas 28, 
nays 6, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Grundy, Hubbard, King, 
Linn, Lumpkin, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, 
Norvell, Preston, Roane, Robbins, Robinson, Se- 
vier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Tall- 
madge, Trotter, Wall, Webster, White, and 
Young—28. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Clayton, Davis, Pierce, Pren- 
tiss, Ruggles and Swift—6. 

- The following bills were then read a third time 
and passed. 

The bill for the benefit of Charles Coffin. 

The bill granting a pension to Seth Whitney, of 
the eounty of Delaware, State of New York. 

The bill granting a pénsion to Catharine Rollins, 
otherwise called Catharine Mosely. 

The bill granting a pension to Thomas West, of 
the State of Alabama. 

The bill granting a pension to Frederick Hill. 
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The bill for the relief of James McCarlan. 

The bill granting a pension to Robert Casey. 

The bill for the relief of Leonard Loomis. 

The bill for the relief of Juan Pelgar. 

An act directing the Commissioner ef the Gene- 
ral Land Office to ascertain the quantily of land 
covered by grants made to Anthony Shane and to 
Louis Godfroy, in section 16, township 4 south, 
range 2 east, in Lima district, and its value. 

An act to amend an act entitled, “An act for the 
relief of Raphael Paine and Elias Arnold,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1833. 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Marsaque. 

The bill granting to the legal representatives of 
John Smith T. the right of pre-emption. 

The bill to transfer to the citizens of the parish 
of Concordia, in the State of Louisiana, the interest 
of the United States in a tract of land. 


The bill for the relief of Laurent Millaudon, of 
New Orleans. 

The bill for the relief of Wm. Jones. 

The bill for the relief of Jane Waller. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Bassett. 

The bill for the relief of Dennis Trammell. 

The bill for the relisf of William Berry. 

The bill granting a pension to David Waller. 

The bill for paying certain pensioners at Tusca- 
loosa, in the State of Alabama. 

The bill for the relief of William Cooley. 

The bill for the relief of William Posey. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Crapin. 

The bill for the relief of Joha S. Billings. 

The bill for the relief of Eli Eastman. 

The bill granting a pension to Bradley Drew 
Gipson. 

The bill granting a pensioa to Neil McNeal. 

The bill for the relief of Amos Thompson. 

The bill for the relief of Solomon Ketchur. 

The bill for the relief of Simeon Smith, of the 
State of New Hamdshire. 

The bill granting a pension to Frederick Hill. 

The bill for the relief of Christopher Dennison. 

The bill for the relief of Anna West, of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

The bill for the relief of Josiah Clark. 

The following bills were severally read the se- 
cond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Angel and the 
other heirs at law of Benjamin King, deceased. 

The bill to authorize the issuing of patents to the 
last bena fide transferree of reservations under the 
treaty between the United States and the Creek 
tribe of Indians, which was concluded on the 24th 
ef March, 1832. 

The bill for the relief of Isabella Hill, widow, 
and John Hill, Elizabeth Hill, and Samuel Hill, 
children and minor heirs at law of Samuel Hill, 
deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Jane A. Fleming. 

The bill for the relief of John Hollingsworth. 

The bill for the relief of William James Aarons. 

The bill for the relief of William Walker. 

The bill for the relief of Joel Chandler. 

The bill for the relief of James A. Williams. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Philip Barbvur. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 
King and Alvarez Fisk; and the legal representa- 
tives of Moses P. Eskridge. 


The biil for the relief of Abraham Woodall. 

The bill to authorize the inhabitants of towr- 
ship 8 north, range 32 west, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, to enter a section of land in lien of the 16th 
section, in said township, upon condition that the 
same is surrendered to the United States for milita- 
ry purposes. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of James La- 
tham, deceased: laid on the table. 


The bill to confirm claims to lands between the 
Rio Hondo and Sabine rivers. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Cochran. 

The bill to grant to Cherokee county, Alabama, 
the tract of land on which the seat of justice of said 
county is located. 

The bill for the relief of James Barrett. 

The bill to confirm certain land claims in the 
Washita Land District, in the State of Louisiana. 
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The bill to confirm the sale of certain reserva- 
tions of land: laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, the Senate took up the 
bill to establish a Surveyor General’s office fer the 
State of Michigan. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama offered an amendment 
as a substitute for the one offered the other day by 
Mr. Prentiss, which provides for the disconti- 


| huance of the Surveyor General’s olfice in each 


and every State where located, as soon as the sur- 
veys and records are completed; and the records 
filled, notes etc. are to be delivered over to the State 
authorities. 

This amendment being accepted by Mr. PREN- 
TiSS, 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, the 
amendment was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, next. 

The Senate then went into Executive session, 
and soon after, 

Adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tvespay, June 26, 133s. 

Mr. STONE, on leave, submitted the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Military Affairs be instruct: 
ed to Inquire into the expediency of increasing the pay of the vo- 
lunteers or drafted militia men who are now or may here 
called into the service of the United states. Also, those whe are 
or may hereafter be employed by the General Government, 
for the purpose of removing the Cherokees out of the States of 
Georgia, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Ali bama, and settling 
them west of the Mississippi, as well as those volunteers who 
have just returned home from Florida, or who may hereafter 
be received into the service of the United S:ates for either of the 
foregoing purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana submitted the following, 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruc 


rier be 


which 


ed to inquire into the a et nape of reducing the fees allowed by 
law to the Clerks, Marshals, and]District Attorneys of the United 
States courts for the State of Louisiana, so as to correspond 


with the fees allowed for similar services inthe State courts ot 
the said State. 

Mr. MARTIN, on leave, laid on the table an amendment he 
gave notice he should submit to the “bill providing for the 
reduction and graduation of the price of the public lands;’’ 
and it was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked leave to submit the following reso- 
lution, with a view to make it the sper*-' ~~". sorsome early 
day: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to take such mea 
sures as he may deem necessary: 

First. To cause, as soon as may be, all payments of public 
dues, of every description, and without discrimination, to be 
made hereafter in the current coin ef the United States, or 
Treasury notes, or the notes of banks situated in the State, 


Territory, or District wherein such dues are receivable, and 
whose notes are payable and paid on demand: n such current 
coin. 


Secondly. To cause all public money, as early as practica- 
ble after it shall be received, to be placed in the State banks, 
preferring always, when such can be had, those which are de- 
positories of the State, Territory, or District wherein situated, 
on condition that they will agree, for reasonable compensa- 
tion, not exceeding one eighth of one per cent. to receive the 
same on special deposite, not to be used by them as a basis 
or fund for discounts or otherwise, nor mingled with other 
funds; to keep and render accounts, give receipts or certifi- 
cates, permit nets permet and examinations, make payments 
and transfers, and give collateral security for the sate keeping 
thereof in such mauner as may be required by "the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or by the laws of the United States: P’re 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to 
compel such transfers atthe expense of the bank, nor to au 
thorize transfers, in any case, except where the public ser 
vice, or the safety of the funds, may render them necessary 

Thirdly, To cause all notes of banks remaining on deposite 
at the end of every two months to be converted into the legal 
coin of the United States, and be continued or replaced in de- 
posite as aforesaid, and to be drawn for and used, so far as the 
public convenience or necessities will admit, in preference to 
all subsequently accruing revenue. 

Mr. PETRIKIN objected, for he said he could never con- 
sentto leta matter get in at the window that oucitto enter by 
the door. 

Mr ROBERTSON moved a suspension of the rules, and 
asked for the yeas and nays; which being ordered—were yeas, 
70, nays 123, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, John W. Allen, Aycrigg, Bell, 
Briggs, John Calhoon, William B. Campbell, John Campbell, 
Carter, Chambers, Cheatham, Childs, Corwin. Crockett, 
Darlington, Dawson, Davies, Deberry, Dennis. Dunn, Isaac 
Fletcher, Fillmore, Rice Garland, Grantiand, Gray, Hulsted, 
Harlan, Harper, Hawes, Hoffinan, Hopkins, Jeniier, Henry 
Johnson, Legare, Lincoln, Lyon, Mallory, James 3. Mason, 
Samson Mason, Menefee, Milligan, Mitchell, Montgomery, 
Morgan, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Ogle, Pearce, Pope, Sergeant 
S. Prentisa, Rariden, Randolph, Rencher, Robertson, Rumsey, 
Russel!, Sergeant, Augustine H. Shepperd, Sibley, se 
Stanly, Stuart, Stone, Taliaferro, Thompson, Toland, John 
White, Christopher H. Williams, Wise, Word, and Yorke—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Heman Allen, Anderson, An 
drews, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Bicknell, Biddle, 
Birdsall, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Brodhead, Bronson, Buchanan, 
William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Casey, Chaney, Chap. 
man, Clark, Coles, Craig, Crary, Cranston, Cushing, Cushman, 
Davee, De Graff, Elmore, Evans, Everett, Farrington, Fair. 
field, Richard Fletcher, Foster, Glascock, Goode, James Gra. 
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ham, William Graham, Grant, Graves, Grennell, Halil, Hamer, 
ifarrieon, Maatings, Hawkins, Taynes, Henry, Herod, Holt, 
Howard, Hubley, Robert M. T. Hunter, Thomas 6. Jackson 
Joseph Johnson, Nath. Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, Kemble, 
Kilgore, Klngensnith, Leadbever, Logan, Marvin, Matin, 
Maury, Maxwell, McKay, Rebert McCiellan, Abraham McC e!- 
Len, alc Clase, Miler, Noble, Owens, Parker, Parinenter, Parits, 
Pavierson, Paynter, Peck, Peniytacker, Petrikin, Phelps, Pail- 
lip, Pckens, Plumer, Potts, Potter, Pratt, John H. Prentiss, 
Keed, Reily, Rbeu, Ridgway, Rives, Rebinson, Sheffer, 
Mhielda, Bheplor, Slade, Snyder, Spencer, Stratton, Thomas, 
Tillinghast, Towns, Turney, Va t Vanderveer, Wagener, 
Webster, Albert 8. White, Elisha Whittlesey, Thomas T. 
Whiulesey, Lewis Williams, Sherred Williams, Jared W. 
Wiliama, Worthington, and Yell--123. 

Bo the House refused to suspend the rules. 

(Mr Gantano of Virginia, who was out of his seat, when 
his name was called, asked leave to record his vote in the 
affirmative, as he was warmly in favor of the proposition, but 
the request was refused 

Mr. Daomooo.n asked a similar indulgence to record his vote 
in the negative, but it was also objected to.] 

TEXAS 

Mr. ADAMS then resumed his remarks on the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs on the annexation of Texas, un- 
der the motion to recommit with instructions 

Mr. A. proceeded to comment upon the decision of the House 
last Baturday in declaring him out of order, and was drawing a 
parallel between that decision and what wascalled Mr. Patton's 
gag resolution, when the CHAIR again interposed; and Mr. A. 
then went on to review the history of the manner in which the 
Texas question had been brought before the House, by petitions 
and memoriais. The first was-one presented by himself, from 
certala women of Plymouth, Massachusetts, which he read, 
and then sefere:! to several others, signed by women, defending 
with great earnestness, the right of women to petidon. Wath- 
ou! concluding, Mr. A. gave way to the orders of the day. 

INDEPENDENT TREARSURY. 

Mr FOSTER then mov. dto reconsider the vote by which the 
Sub-Treasury bill was rejected 

The CHAIR said ii would come up after the bills for refer- 
ence were disposed of 

Mr. YELL gave notice that he should move to lay that mo- 
tion on the table, if succeeded in. 

Mr. FOSTER then called up his motion at the present time, 
to which no objection was made. 

Mr. F remarked that he did not rise for the purpose 
of inflicting a speech upon the House in relation to the subject 
which hud so long occupied the time and attention of both 
Houses of Congress, because he had no doubt that cach mem- 
ber had fully formed hia opinion on the whoie subject, and be- 
cause the time of the House was too precious to be wasted by 
further discussion ot 

He desired merely to atate the object which he had in view in 
making the motion to reconsider, so that his vote already given 
against the engrosament, avd the one whieh he was about to 
give, might not be the subject of miscoustruction; and even this 
he would not now do, had an opportunity for explanation oc 
curred yesterday. 

He would say that the vote which he yesterday gave was a 
deliberate one; and he desired to be underswwod that his motion 
t) reconsider was not made in consequence ofany change of his 
ojinion, but simply that he might bave an opportunity now 
Cand which the previous question yesterday prevented) to move 
an amendment to the bill, to make it conform substantially to 
the provisions of the bill upon the sime subject which passed 
the Senate some months since. Such an amendment would 
make the bill acceptable to him. But even though such an 
amendment should not be adopted, it was still important that the 





vote should be reconsidered, in order that seme other measure | 


for the collection, safe keeping, and disbursementof the public 
revejue might be adopted. 

Mr. BRIGGS then rose, and said that, believing the impor- 
tant public business before the House required that they 
should proceed at once co its consideration, and that the coun- 
try did desire this question should be set at rest, he moved to 
lay the monen to recousider on the table, but withdrew it at the 
request of : : 

Mr. MALLORY said he did not rise to enter into the merits 
of the question yesterday decided by the House, and now pur 
p wed to be reconsidere:. His object was simply to explain his 
own position, and the reason which induced him to voie against 
tre bill. He would take oscasivn to declare, in the face of the 
House and the nation, that he heartily approved the principle 
of divorcing the public money trom the banks of the country, 
and believed hat the people of his district, and the State gene- 
rally, would ultimately decide in favor of that doctrine But 
having reason to believe that a majority of those whom he had 
the honor of representing, were at this time opposed to the par- 
treular measure under consideration, and no opportunity of per- 
fecting its detaiis being afforded, he felt virtually instructed to 
carry out their sentiments, and had voted accordingly. Th nk- 
ing that no good could result from entertaining the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York, to reconsider the vote of yes- 
terday, with a view of testing the sense ofthe House on the Se- 
nite’s bill, he should vote against the motion. Mr. M. said he 
would content himself with this brief exposition of the motives 
which had influenced hisaction ou this subject, as the approach- 
ing adjyurnment of Congress would furnish him with an oppor- 
tunity of fully explaining bis sentiments on this question to 
those to whom he was alove responsible for his conduct on this 
floor. Me. M. stated itto be his intention to discuss this ques- 
tion before the people, on his return home, and he had ne 
doubt they would suatain his opinions, and enable him, at some 
future day, to voie more in accordance with those opinions than 
he had done yesterday 

Mr. WIRE requested the motion again to be withdrawn, as he 
wished to state why he should b> compelled to vote against lay- 
ing the motion on the table. Before the request was responded 
tou— 

Mr. MASON of Ohio, made this inquiry of the Spzaren: 
Whether, ifthe motion to lay on the table should prevail, the bill 
would net cohere wit! it, and be subject to be taken up ai any 
time during the present session? 

The CHAIR replied that it would at any period when such a 
motion was in order. 

Mr. MASON hoped then the gentleman from Massachusetts 
would withdraw his motion, and suffer the House (o come to*a 
direet vote by means of the previous question, or some other 
mode, 


————_ 
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Mr. WILLIAMS o/ Kentucky said if the gentleman would do 
90, te weeabeliianhemeiadyt ashanti ont Rc: ¥ 

The motion = withdrawn, and Mr. W. de- 
manded the grestioe. 

Mr. HARLAN r. SLADE simultaneously moved a call 
of the House; which was ordered, and proceeded in Gf 231 
meimb: £ were ascertained (0 be present, when, on motion of 
Mr. COBHMAN it was disnetiond 

Mr. THOMAS appealed to the gentleman from Kentucky to 
withdraw she motion for the previous question, that he might 
make a very briei explanation of the reasons which would go- 
vern the vote he was about to give. 

Mr. WILLIAMS with ivew the motion, on condition that Mr. 
THomas would renew it. 

Mc THOMAS said that he had not participated in the debate 
on the bill it was now proposed to reconsider. He had proposed 
to do so; but it was now too late, as the House had ordered that 
the main question should be put on the bill, and it had been re- 
jected. ile was in favor of the bill, but he would now vote 
against the motion to reconsider. That his motives for this 
might not be misconstrued, he desired to explain. 

This House is divided into two great parties, one of whom 
supports, and the other is opposed to the Administration. The 
great majority of the friends of the Administration, one hun- 
dred and eleven in number, have voted for the bill which has 
been rejected. About an equal number of the same party 
voted heretofore against the motion to lay on the table the bill 
from the Senate for the establishment of an Independent Trea- 
sury. Twelve or thirteen members of the House of the paity 
friendly to the Administration, uniting with the Opposition, 
have laid upon the table the bill from the Senate, ant have re- 
jected the bill of this House. 

The first measure contemplated the receipt of the notes of 
specie paying banks; the latter has in it what is familiarly 
called the specie clause. The sense of the House has been as- 
certained to-day on the proposition to m ke special deposiies of 
the pu lic money in the banks, and but seventy members have 
voted to permit such a measure even to be entertained; a 
majority of whom, we all know, although willing to entertain 
that proposition, are hostile tothe wholescheme. Under these 
circumstances, what advantage can be gained by a vote to re- 


consider the bill that has been rejected? The vast majority of | 


the Republican party will vote for no bill that does not autho- 
rize the public officers to manage the public money indepen- 
dently of the State banks. The Opposition go almost in solid 
column against any such measure, and wittr twelve or thirteen 
separated on this question from our ranks, they are found to be 
a majority. It isfmanifest, therefore, that nothing can be gained 
by reconsidering. 

We are rapidly approaching the close of the session. We 
have much important business to transact, and no time to be 
consumed in idle debate. On this great question of a consti- 
tutional Independent Tresury we must go to the country; we 
must appeal to the people. Let them decide, through their 
agents, how, and by whom the Treasury Department is to be 
administered. Neither he, nor those with whom he was act- 
ing, had cause to dread the issue. 

Mr. SERGEANT was proceeding to say that he should vote 
against the reconsideration, when the Cuaim reminded him 
that the previous question precluded debate. 

The demand for the previous question was then seconded 
without a division, and the main question similarly ordered 
thereon; the yeas and nays were granted at the request of Mr. 
BRONSON. and they were—yeas 21, nays 205, as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Boon, Bronson, John Campbell, Chaney, 
Davee, Fairfield, Foster, Gallup, Grant, Gray, Hawkins, Keim, 
Kemble, McClellan, Miller, Montgomery, Morgan, Parker, 
Parmenter, Snyder, and Taylor—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Heman Allen, John W. 
Allen, Andrews, Atherton, Aycri¢g, Banks, Beatty, Beirie, 
Bell, Bicknell, Biddle, Birdsall, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, 
Buchanan, Bynum, William B Calhoun, John Cathoon, 
Cambreleng. William B Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chambers, 
Cheatham, Childs, Clark, Cleveland, Coffin, Cojes, Connor, 
Corwin, Craig, Cranston, Crocke:t, Curtis, Cushing, Cush- 
man, Darlington, Dawson, Davies, Deberry, DeGraff, Dennis, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunn, Edwards, Elmore, Evans, Everett, 
Ewing. Farrington, Richard Fletcher, leaac Fletcher, Fill- 
more, Fry, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Goode, 
James Graham, William Graham. Grantland, Graves, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Haley, Hall, Halsted, Hammond, Hamer, Harlan, 
Harrison, Harp: r, Hastings, Hawes, Haynes, Henry, Herod, 
Hoffman. Holt, Howard, Hubley, Robert M. T. Hunter, 
Ingham, Thomas B. Jackson, Jenifer. H. Johnson. J. Johnson, 
Wiliam Cost Johnson, N. Jones, John W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Kilgore, Klingensmith, Legare, Leadbetier, Lewis, Lincoln, 
Logan, Lyon, Marvin, James M. Mason, Samson Mason, 
Marin, Maury, May, Maxwell, Robert McClellan, McClure, 
McKennan, Menefee. Mere:r, Milligan, Mircliell, Moore, 
Mathias Morris, Samuel W. Morris, Calvary Morris, Nay- 
lor, Noble, Noyes, Ogle, Owens, Parris, Patrerson, Paynter, 
Pearce, Peck, Pennybacker, Petrikin, Pheips, Phillips, 
Pickens, Plumer, Pope, Potts, Potier. Pratt, John H. Pren- 
tiss, Sorgeant S. Prestiss, Rariden, Randolph, Reed, Reily, 
Rencher, Rhett, Richardeon, Ridgway, Rives, Robertson, 
Robinson, Rumsey, Russell, Bawyer, Sergeant, *heffer, A. H. 
Shepperd, Charles Shepard, Shields, Sheplor, Sibley, Slade, 
Southgate, Spencer, Stanlev, Stuart, Stone, Stratton. Talia- 
ferro, Thomas, Thompson, Tillinghast, Titus, Toland, Toucey, 
Towns, Turney, Underwood, Vail, Vanderveer, Wagener, 
Webster. Weeks, Albert 8. White, John White, Elisha Whit- 
vesey, Thomas T. Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, Jared W. Williams, Jos L. Williams, Christopher 
H. Williams, Wise, Word, Worthington, Yell, and ¥orke—205. 

So the House refused to rec: nsider. 

DISTRICT BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOULDIN rose, and said he had been waiting for seve- 
ral days with the most perfect confidence in the justice of the 
House, for afavorable moment, when he should find himeelf 
and the House in a go! humor to make a motion to the House 
to pay the time that they took from him, which was devoted to 
the business of the District of Columbia. ‘They had given him 
but half a day, and had taken half of that from him; and he 
had no doubt that at some suitable time, they would return to 
him that time. Short as it was, he asked no more, and would 
ask the House to give the dis'rict business the balance of the 
evening. alter therrecess. He did not su it would take 
the whole evening. There were but few bills or matiers of any 
kind on the District, and he had no idea they would take up 
much of the time of the House; he would not occupy the even- 
ing, unless other geniemen compelled him, and said he would 


aecept othex time that might be most agreeable 
Howse. if any gentleman would name it. He moved Signer 
sien of the rales to make that motion, was decided in the 


negative, by a vote of 112 to 64, not two thi 
- KENNEDY moved to take up the resolution enbmitied 


by him 'séme time since, in to 
= re, depositing the public 
Mr. YELL objected, firat on the ground that the better way 


to progress with the public business was to take it in its o 
and next, because he would not consent to set aside the y ton! 
bill, which was of the greatest importance to the people of 
Arkansas and the whole Western frontier. 
rt, KENNEDY moved a suspension of the rules, and va- 
his motion s® as to make the eubject the special order for 


to-morrow afer 12 o'clock. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG ailed for the yeas and nays; which, 
being ordered, were, yeas 94; nays 110. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Thc SPEAKER |aid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, covering @ report of the 
architectural plans and drawings prepared under the order and 
for the ure of that Department, since the 4th of July, 1836, ho 
were employed for that purpese, and what Compensation ag 
paid for their services. : 

On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings. 

SPECIAL DEPOSITE SYSTEM. 
, = THOMPSON askei leave to submit the following reso. 
ution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means he in. 
structed to sper a bill for the colleciion, safe-keeping, and dis. 
basement of the public money, embodying the following princi- 


es: 

That al) the dues to the Gevernment shall hereafter be collect. 
ed in gold and silver coin, Treasury notes ofthe United States, 
theand notes of sound mea pe banks, under such regulz- 
tions and ‘restrictions as may be prescribed by act of Congress, 
or by the Secretary of the Treasury: Prorided, That no bank 
notes shall be received as aforesaid, except such as the banks of 
deposite shall agree to receive, and credit as cash. 

hat the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to select as 
special depostories of the public funds, und at such places as 
may be woopese 4 sound specie-paying hanks, preferring, in all 
cases where such exist, banks owned in whcele or in part by the 
States in which the same are situated. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to contrac: 
with the banks selected as depositories aforesaid, for the rafe 
keeping, tranefer, and disbursement of the public moneys, on 
such terms and for such compensation as he may deem right 
and proper; stipulating, in all cases, under such guarantees as 
he may think necessary, the public funds deposited with said 
banks shall be in no case used in the business, nor otherwise * 
used, but in payment of drafts from the Treasury. 

Objection being made to its reception, 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a suspension of the rules, ar. 
asked for the yeas and nays. 

_ The House refused to order the yeas and nays upon a divi- 
sion, and the motion to suspend was rejected without a diy: 
sion. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, on leave, presented to the House a 
letter from the Postmaster General, in relation to the post rou‘e 
bil}; which was ordered to be printed. 

Some pension bills, returned from the Senate with amen’. 
ments, were taken up, and the amendments concurred in 

Sundry bills from the Senate, lying on the SpEAKER’s table, 
were taken up, read twice, and referred to their appropriate 
stanling committees. 

Mr. SERGEANT then moved that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whele en the Union. 

Mr. TITOMAS suggested that the moticn be waived till after 
the recees. 

Mr. SERGEANT did not apprehend the “Harbor bill,” which 
he intended to move, weuld take up much time, and he could 
not consent to withdraw the motion. 

The motion prevailed, without a division, and the House 
went into committee-—-Mr. POTTER is the Chair. 

_Mr. HARRIEON of Missouri moved to take up the Army 


bill. 

Mr. SHIELDS moved the bill in relation to certain Tennes- 
see land claims. 

Mr. SERGEANT moved the Harbor bill. 

The first motion being put, was agreed to—ayee 88, noes 69, 

INCREASE OF THE ARMY. 

The committee accordingly took up the bill from the Senate 
to increage the mili.ary establishment of the United States. 

Afier some conversation on the bill, 

Mr. McKAY moved to lay it aside for the present, as eome 
further information was required as to the number of regimen's 
neceseary on the frontier, when the Military Committee would 
be eee bur subsequently withdrew that motion. 

bill having been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. McKAY submitted a subetivute, proposed by the Com- 
mit‘ee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. BELL again renewed the motion to lay thebil!’ ide for 
the present, 

Mr. BRONSON moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. YELL woul: not yield his agsent to lay the th.. aside, 
for it might not be reached again. 

The committee refueing to rise, the bill was further discussed 
till the hour arrived for taking the daily recess. 





EVINING SESSION. 


The House convened at 3 0’clock, and went into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. INGHAM in the 
Chair, resuming the consideration of the “bill to increase the 
military establishment of the United States.” 

The gunestion pendieg was on the proposed substitute of the 
Committee on Nillitary Affairs, as submitted by Mr. McKAY. 

Mr. McK. went into a detailed statement of the provisions of 
the bill. but while doing seo— . 

Mr. THOMPSON suggested that, as the meaeure wae a very 
important one, certainly the most important one of the session, 
and ae there was obviously nothing like a quorum present, the 
committee should rise and have a call of Rowe The eug: 
gesticn was aerented to, the committee rose, and Mr. T. moved 
a call uf the House. 

Mr. CUSHMAN celled for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered, (yeas 15, nays 53,) and were yeas 86, nays 24. 20 thecal 
war red, and proceeded in for some time; Peas n 
of Mr, CAMBB NG, the call was dispensed w! eB 








